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ABSTRACT

This thesis explores the will to win in asymetric
war. Asymmetric war, in which one side has an overwhel m ng
advant age over its opponent, will likely be the war of the
future for the United States in the post-Cold VWar uni-pol ar
wor | d. To win an asymmetric war, the individual and then
the masses nust be notivated to fight and, ultimtely, the
Wil to win nust be cultivated and sustained for victory.
Religion is a highly effective notivator for both the
i ndi vidual and the masses. This notivation, when properly
directed, can provide the wll to win in the face of

over whel m ng odds.

This thesis focuses on religion as the primry
notivator in an asynmetric war. Religion is a strong
notivator for the individual because of four factors:
appropri at eness, identity, rationality, and religions
strength as an internally consistent logic. Wth a highly
notivated individual, an organization gains specific
advantages by focusing on the religious aspects of the

conflict. These advantages are: commtnent, |egitinmacy,
menbership, and |ongevity. These are the neasurable
el enrents that create a strong wll to wn.

Three case studies - Iran and Iraq, Hezbollah and

|srael, and the Islamc Salvation Front (FIS) and Algeria -
are explored as exanples of contenporary asynmetric
conflict. These case studies are used to examne the
asymmetries between the countries in conflict and test the
validity of our theory about the significance of the wll

to wn.
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. 1 NTRODUCTI ON

A THE STRI P, LAS VEGAS, NEVADA

Captain Jame O Conner rolled to his back and his
t houghts were split on two very different things. First,
he wondered how | ong he could continue |lying at pool side in
the Nevada sun wthout burning, and second, his mnd
drifted back to Afghanistan. The desert heat sure brought
back nmenories of his tinme north of Herat. Jam e, now a
reserve Special Forces officer, had done two tours in
Af ghani stan while on active duty.

Hs first 6-nonth tour was the best. Jam e wor ked
with Master Sergeant Mark Phillips and Sergeant First d ass
Angel Vasquez as a liaison element attached to a 500-man
Herati unit. All three were chosen because of their
| anguage skills. Janmie speaks Persian - and not too badly
- after his first tour of on-the-job training. H s el enent
was very autononobus and had very little contact with other
US forces. In fact, his only contact for a couple of
nmont hs at a tine was t he tw ce-daily satellite
conmuni cation with the Forward Operating Base (FOB) and the
weekly aerial resupply. Their primary node of travel was
by horse or notorcycle (even though the team had a HVWWW).
Everyday brought a new experience and while sonetines life
was dangerous, it was always exciting. M ssions just did
not get any better than this.

That all changed during Jame’'s second 6-nonth tour.
After a short 90-day rotation back to the States, Jam e was
sentenced to work as an Assistant Operations Oficer in the
FOB at the Shindand Airbase. This did not nake any sense

1



to him He was an action guy with ground experience, and
now he could actually converse in the local dialect. The
Arny and its infinite wisdom no |onger agreed with Jame,
the former action guy, and he decided to resign after
returning to the US. The process took a bit |onger than

antici pated, but now Jame is a civilian.

It is now over tw years since the 2002 Wnter
A ynpics in Uabh. The dAynpics were not particularly
menor abl e except for the constant paranoia and several
terrorist hoaxes that marred the event. It has been over
one year since the last confirnmed terrorist strike on
American soil. The Mcrosoft CEO was | ucky, but
unfortunately, his driver was not. Ever since the Alcatraz
ferry hijacking and the incident at the CGolden Gate Bridge
in San Francisco, donestic terrorist targets have shifted
to governnent |eaders and then to business |eaders. Wile
still problematic for the country, the general popul ace has
breathed a collective sigh of relief and accepted the
current level of terrorism Jamie sniled as he began to

think that he could get too soft living this civilian life.

Jamie never contenplated for very long and rarely

al l oned disturbing thoughts. He conpartnentalized nost
things in his life, especially those from the past. But ,
his mnd was still on Afghanistan and the people of that
godf or saken | and. The Nevada desert certainly resenbled

parts of Afghanistan, but it was the people that nmde the
difference to Janme. In Afghanistan, the nmen were ‘real
men’” and the wonen were surprisingly beautiful, actually
exoti c. But even after living in direct contact with the
Herati s, Jame never felt he «could ever conpletely



understand the people or the culture. Hs intermttent
interaction with the eneny Taliban normally occurred after
they had left this world for paradise or their after-life.
Jamie had seen his share of death, and really only three
t hi ngs bothered him from Afghani stan. The wounded or the
| ack thereof seened strange. O course, the reality was
obvious, but it was easier not to think about the obvious.
The children or the |ack thereof was disturbing. Actually,
there were plenty of young people; it was the innocence of
youth that was m ssing. Lastly, the look of defiance in
the eyes of a captured Taliban soldier always gave Jam e
pause. The | ook was not necessarily as disturbing as it

was puzzling.

The US mlitary had entered Afghanistan in the latter
part of 2001, after the horrific terrorist attacks in New
York Gty and Washington D.C And US soldiers are still
t here. Gsama bin Laden is gone, presuned dead, and the
Tal i ban government quickly dissolved into renegade bands.

The UN missions are now peacekeeping and nation-building

with an anticipated |ong-term occupation. Remmants of the
Taliban still exist throughout the nountains south of
Kandahar and in Pakistan. Jame figured that these

di sorgani zed groups would not have nade it through the
first winter, but they did and are now enduring their
second winter. \Wat, he couldn’t help but wonder, do they
hope to gain through continued resistance?

Jame can’t imagine how the remants of the Taliban
continue their arnmed resistance. Yet, every other week or
so, the mmjor news networks report another attack of sone
type against the UN forces in Afghanistan. Ameri can



casualty statistics aren’t outrageous; in fact, they are
not really higher than during any high-risk training
exerci se. O course, training exercises do not l|ast for
over two years. \Wile Jame had experienced nore than one
near death situation, he was never particularly concerned
about his own safety. Even now, his only real concern is
maxi mzing his tinme and enjoynent with his wife. They were
married alnost five years ago and are finally reconnecting
on this Vegas getaway. The trip wasn't a planned second
honeynoon, but after traveling a very rocky road since the
first honeynoon, this trip was just what a counselor m ght
have ordered.

Jam e began to again think about the defiance of the
captured Taliban sol dier. He nmust have had a famly. Wy
would he continue to resist instead of <caring for his
famly? Wuldn't it be easier to just accept the new
governnment instead of fighting against it? O course, the
new governnent is hardly ideal. But, conbined wth
i nternational support, it is relatively powerful in the
region, while the | eaderless Taliban offer nothing to a man
who needs to support his famly. The weak decentralized
bands of Taliban are armed with nothing nore than rifles,
nortars, and possibly sone anti-tank rockets. The new
government soldiers are experienced fighters who are well
schooled in the art of war and are continually inproving
t hensel ves through training and weapons stockpiling. What
advantage could the Taliban possibly have over the Afghan

government forces?

Jame did the half-awake, half-asleep startled jerk
that scares you and |ooks hilarious to anyone that 1is



wat chi ng. He realized that he needed to get out of the
sun. He had thought enough about Afghani stan and who cares
anyway ? Jamie didn't care about Afghanistan anynore; it
was half a world away. Wen he was there he had been

notivated by the adventure and his desire to serve his

country. It was now time to nove on with life, and wth
that he rose from the poolside |ounge. As he stood, he
felt something. First, it was the slight pressure in his
ears just like before they pop during elevation changes.

Then it was a flash, not really blinding, but bright enough
to meke everyone |ook up. During this instant, Jame
t hought of Nellis Air Force Base |located just north of Las
Vegas. He had never been to the base, but had seen it on
his Nevada road map on the way into Vegas. The expl osi on
was | oud and the noise did not just cone fromthe direction
of the bl ast. The nost terrifying sound was the inploding
gl ass. 3 ass was suddenly everywhere on ‘The Strip’ and
the sound of so nuch breaking glass mxed with screans is

now the fourth thing that Jame will never forget.

B. ASYMVETRI C WAR | N AMERI CA

An attack on Nellis AFB, which results in |arge-scale
destruction and loss of life in Las Vegas, is no |onger
i nconcei vable for the average Anerican. Whet her the
attacker is the fugitive mlitant OGsama bin Laden, the
remmants of the Taliban, or a splinter group from Al Qaeda
is not inportant for the victins and, for the nonent, this
di scussi on. The puzzling question for us is why one would
start a fight that can’t be won? This is not golf, where

the pleasure and conpetition of playing is nore inportant



than wi nning or |o0sing. This *gane i nstead defines
winning in terms of |ife and losing in ternms of death. It
seens that the |logical choice, should wnning not be

possible, is to not play. Yet, the ganes continue.

Wiy then would a weaker power choose to physically
engage a stronger power? Two obvious answers conme to mnd.
First, the weaker power does not realize it is weak. O
second, conventionally weak or not, people truly believe
they can wn. A third possibility borrows from both of
these. Arguably, the nobst dangerous eneny is the one that
knows it is weak (therefore it knows itself) and at the
same tinme knows the eneny is strong (which neans it knows

its eneny), but still envisions victory.

This thesis explores the wll to win in asymetric
war . Specifically, the masses nust be notivated and,
ultimately, the individual nust have the wll to wn.

Religion can notivate the individual and, subsequently,

notivate the nmsses. This notivation, when properly
directed, can fuel the wll to wn regardless of the
overwhel m ng odds. Perhaps this is what the fictional
character Jame O Conner saw in the eyes of the captured
Tal i ban sol dier. “The faith is «crucial, not the
t echni ques. Wthout the faith there would be no arned

struggle” (Bell, 1999, p. 127).

This thesis focuses on religion as the notivator.
Religion is a strong notivator for the individual because
of these four factors — appropriateness, identity,
rationality, and religion’s role as an internally
consi stent | ogic. Next, after an individual is notivated
an organization gains specific other advantages by using

6



religion. These advantages are the tangi ble elenents that
bol ster a strong wll to wn. They are commtnent,

| egiti macy, nmenbership, and | ongevity.

The t hree case st udi es exenplify cont enporary
asymmetric conflict. Through case studies we exanm ne the
asymmetries between the forces involved in conflict and
consider what mght allow weaker powers to prevail over
stronger powers. Religious notivation and a strong will to
win are factors in each of these case studies. |In the case
of Hezbollah versus Israel we see I|Islam being used against
non-Muslins from two different countries. In the case of
Algeria, Mislins are fighting Mislins wthin the sane
country. Finally, with the Iran and Iraq war, we have two
Muslim countries fighting against each other. After
exploring the conmonalities anong these cases, we hope to
of fer sone possible neasures that can be used to counter

ot hers’ spiritual notivation.
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1. OUR NEW WAR

A VWHY ASYMVETRI C WARFARE?

A weaker mlitary force fighting and defeating a
stronger mlitary force characterizes asymetric warfare.
The Vietnam conflict represents a classic exanple of this
type of war. Over the span of thirty years, both France
and the United States were unsuccessful in defeating the
Vi et nanmese forces.

Over the last half-century, the change that has
taken place is nonentous. From France to the
United States, there has scarcely been one
‘advanced’ governnment in Europe and North Anerica
whose arned forces have not suffered defeat at
the hands of wunder equipped, ill-trained, ill-
organi zed, often even ill-clad, underfed, and
illiterate freedom fighters or guerrillas or
terrorists; briefly, by nmen — and, often, wonen -
who were short on everything except high courage
and the determination to endure and persist in
the face of police operations, counterinsurgency
operations, peacekeeping operations, and whatever
other types of operations that were dreant up by
their masters (van Creveld, 1999, p. 395).

Arerican mlitary power is presently unequal ed. This fact
virtually elimnates the likelihood of US involvenent in a
future symmetric war. But the terrorist attacks on the
Wrld Trade Center and the Pentagon indicate that there are

still organizations willing to challenge the power of the
US. As a result, it appears that asymetric warfare wl|
once again domnate US foreign and mlitary policy. Just

as the North Vietnanese victory in 1975 marked a turning
point for US mlitary strategy, the events of Septenber 11,
2001 have brought asymetric warfare back to the forefront

9



of mlitary thinking. This change in focus justifies a
re-exam nation of asymetric warfare in an attenpt to
identify the circunmstances that nake victory possible for

the weaker mlitary force.

Typically, the primary difference between a stronger
and weaker force lies in available resources. Resour ces
i nclude popul ation, mlitary equi pnent, manuf act uri ng
ability, and, of course, natural resources (food, oil
etc). “The asymetric relationship is thus a function of
the asymretry in ‘resource power’” (Mack, 1975, p. 186).
However, resource power and global influence are not the
only asymmetries worthy of attention. Anal yst Thonmas
Mahnken (1993) writes:

Any conflict between the United States and a

regional adversary would be highly asynmmetric.

Most fundanentally, the tw antagonists would
view such a confrontation in very different

terns. In other words, what is for Anmericans a
war for Ilimted objectives my becone for a
regional power a contest for national survival
(p. 175).

The conflict between the United States and Sonalia in 1992-

1993 exenplifies these asymetric views. The US perceived
its objectives to be humanitarian — to include nation-
bui | di ng and peace-enforcenent. Mohaned Farrah Aidid and

the Somalia National Alliance (SNA) viewed survival as
their primary objective and declared war on the US on 12
July 1993. Al though ultimately the US wanted to capture
Aidid and renove him from power, the US never declared war
agai nst the SNA These facts represented an asymetry in

vi ews between the US and Sonuli a.

10



General Vo Nguyen Gap, the Vietminh strategist,
studied the classic guerilla strategists, Sun Tzu and Mo
Zedong, and concluded that followng a strategy of
attacking the eneny’ s weaknesses while avoiding the eneny’s
strengths would result in victory. According to Bevin

Al exander (1995) G ap successfully took advantage of eneny

weaknesses. To do so he had to recognize the eneny’s
strengths and weaknesses. Al exander intimates that, in
addition, Gap had a strong desire to wn. As a factor,

the desire to win depends on the notivations of the
conbatants and their asymretric objectives. As Manhnken
points out, “Because a third world state will be unable to
destroy the physical ability of the United States to wage
war, it may be forced instead to choose a strategy ained at
underm ning the political will to do so” (Mahnken, 1975, p.
175) . The desire to win can be an inconparable asset in
assisting a weaker mlitary power to defeat a stronger

mlitary power.

A weaker mlitary force can coerce a stronger foe into
a stalemate by being tactically nore proficient and by
strategically attacking the eneny’s weaknesses while
avoiding the eneny’s strengths. At the height of the
Vi etnam War, Henry Kissinger (1969) coined the follow ng
maxim “The guerrilla wins if he does not |ose. The
conventional army loses if it does not wwn” (p. 214). This
statenment, while true, does not tell the whole story, as a

guerrilla war can still end with a stalemate, not a
victory.

Nevert hel ess, possessing a stronger will to win can
help even the playing field. So can attacking an

11



opponent’s  will to continue. “For centuries, even
m |l ennia, weaker opponents have sought to neutralize their
eneny’s technol ogical or nunerical superiority by fighting
in ways or on battlefields that nullify it” (Goulding,
2000, p. 21). As Mahnken (1975) puts it: “In effect, an
adversary would fight two wars: one to avoid defeat by U S
armed forces on the battlefield, another to undermne U S
will toremaininawr” (p. 179).

B. HOW TO WN I N ASYMVETRI C WARFARE

Research has not vyielded a silver bullet that wll
guar ant ee success for either opponent in an asymetric war.
However, a close study of a nunber of asymetric conflicts
does reveal nunmerous principles that, when applied, can
increase the probability of success. These principles for
success are found in a variety of sources, from Sun Tzu's
The Art of War, to U S. Arny doctrine found in Field Mnual
100-20, to graduate work at the US Naval Postgraduate
School. Interestingly, as varied as these sources are, al

mention or allude to the desire and will to w n.

For instance, Sun Tzu identifies five factors for

SUCCess:

One who knows when he can fight, and when he
cannot fight, will be victorious.

One who recognizes how to enploy large and snall
nunbers w Il be victorious.

One whose upper and |ower ranks have the sane
desires will be victorious.

One who, fully prepared, awaits the unprepared

12



will be victorious.

One whose general is capable and not interfered
with by the ruler will be victorious.

These five are the Way (Tao) to know victory (Sun
Tzu, 1994, pp. 178-179).

In western mlitary ternms, Sun Tzu proposes that know edge
of strategy, tactics, desire, preparation, and |eadership
is the key factor for victory. Successful application of

these factors will |lead to success on the battlefield.

Thus it is said that one who knows the eneny and

knows hinself will not be endangered in a hundred
engagenments. One who does not know the eneny but
knows hinmself wll sonmetines be victorious,
sonetines neet wth defeat. One who knows
neither the eneny nor hinself will invariably be
defeated in every engagenent (Sun Tzu, 1994, p.
179) .

Strategy, tactics, and |eadership are self-explanatory, but

desire and preparation require some interpretation and

expl anati on. Preparation is very broad and can enconpass
full logistical readiness, advances in technology, or
trai ning readi ness. Desire should be wuniform throughout

the mlitary, as well as in society at I|arge and anong
civilian |eaders. This uniformty of desire will in turn
lead to a unity of effort. Sun Tzu does not specifically
mention the desire to wn, but given that the ultimte
objective of war is victory, the wll to win nust be
present at all levels to satisfy his principle.

Al though Sun Tzu devel oped his principles over four
t housand years ago, his insights prove tineless. According
to US Arny and Ar Force doctrine for planning |ow

13



intensity conflict (LIC), “Success in LIC requires planning
and conducti ng oper ati ons based on t he fol |l owi ng
i mper ati ves: political dom nance, unity of effort,
adaptability, legitimcy, and perseverance” (FM 100-20,
1990, p. 1-5). The <call for unity of effort and
perseverance is in keeping with Sun Tzu's fornmula for

victory. These inperatives thenselves strongly allude to
the will or desire to wn. “Perseverance is the patient,
resol ut e, per si st ent pur sui t of nat i onal goals and

objectives for as long as necessary to achieve theni (FM
100-20, 1990, p. 1-6). Perseverance, conbined with a
desire for the pursuit of victory, constitutes what we
refer toin this thesis as the will to wn.

M chael Lwin, in his thesis, proposed four factors
whi ch he considers “critical to the success or failure of a
weak state’'s asymmetric strategy: skilled arny, national
wll, external support, and counter strategy” (Lwn, 1997,
p. 82). In his thesis Lwin denonstrates how, when these
factors are conbined, the weaker power can defeat a
stronger power in an asymetric conflict. Lwin (1997) goes
on to note that, “National will is probably the one area

consi dered by ourselves and our enemes to be our greatest

weakness” (p. 84). Thus, as far as he is concerned, the
U S. should prepare for attacks on its national wll and
expect that any asymetric adversary will do everything in
its power to maintain its own strong wll to wn. W
concur.
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C. VWHAT CONSTI TUTES THE WLL TO WN I N WAR?

The will to win has always mattered in war. Just
consi der: *“Xenophon, hinself an experienced soldier and
troop commander, wote alnost 2500 years ago that ‘I am

sure that not nunmbers or strength bring victory in war; but
whi chever arny goes into battle stronger in its soul’”
(Gabriel, 1997, p. 46). It is this soul or drive that
enables soldiers to endure the hardships and anticipated
horrors associated with war. Psychol ogi st Jul es Masser man
describes three key beliefs that he calls ‘the U defenses
of man’: “The first of these beliefs [U defense] is that
there is a connection between a nman’s actions and what
happens to hint (Gabriel, 1987, p. 82). For exanple, the
soldier who follows his orders, tries his hardest, and does
the right thing will survive the battle. The second Ur
defense is that, “Man is sustained by the belief (however

unfounded at times) that he is not alone and that if he

does all he can to survive and the danger still grows,
sonmeone - perhaps even God - will conme to his aid and save
hint (CGabriel, 1987, p. 82). This alludes to the

i nportance of religious faith and the power of religion to
noti vat e. The last U defense is that, “Even under the
nost trying of circunstances, nen nust continue to believe
that they wll sonehow survive or else they collapse”
(Gabriel, 1987, p. 82). Rel i gion does not just reinforce
and support each of these psychol ogical defenses, it also
fosters them Religion can notivate the individual and
subsequently notivate the nasses. This notivation creates
the wll to win and provides the weaker force wth an

i nval uabl e asset for engaging in asymetric warfare.
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I'11. RELIG ON: A MOTI VATOR FOR WAR

Modern warfare changed direction after the Allied
victory in Operation DESERT STORM Between 1945 and 1989
the USSR and US prepared to fight a conventional/nucl ear
war on the plains of Europe. Utimately, the Allied
victory over lraq in 1991 ended the Cold War. That short
desert war proved to the enemes of Anerica who were not
yet convinced, that it would be suicidal to square off
agai nst US conventional forces. Wth the chance of nuclear
or conventional war unlikely in the future, it seens safe
to assune that asymretric warfare will remain the focus for
mlitary planners.

Asymmetric warfare, the seemngly I|opsided conflict
bet ween strong and weak forces, takes on many forns. From
guerrilla war to terrorist acts, asymetric war also takes
a special kind of soldier, a soldier who is notivated by a
conbi nation of personal, political, economc, and religious
i npul ses. Al t hough each of these npotivators has their
respective strengths, religion appears to be the strongest

of the four.

As technology brings the world closer together
ancient feuds continue to grab the spotlight. The
following headlines appeared in the New York Tines
newspaper during the past year:

* The Warship Explosion: The Overview, Blast Kills
Sailors on U S. Ship in Yenen (13 Gct 2000).

e Troops Kill 4 in Gaza; 2 Die in Car Bonbing in
I srael (23 Nov 2000).
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 Attack on Msque in Sudan By Fundanentalists
Kills 20 (10 Dec 2000).

* Indonesian Leader Condemms Church Bonbings That
Killed 15 (26 Dec 2000).

e Algeria Is Found Guilty In Plot To Bonb Sites In
The U.S. (7 Apr 2001).

 The Terror Verdict: The Overview, 4 Qilty In
Terror Bonmbings O 2 U S. Enbassies In Africa;
Jury To Weigh 2 Executions (30 May 2001).

« U S Attacked; H jacked Jets Destroy Twin Towers
and Hit Pentagon in Day of Terror (12 Septenber

2001) .
(source: New York Tinmes archive search for ‘Religious
Terrorism or Terror’. Retrieved on October 18, 2001 from

the World Wde Wb: http://search. nytinmes.com search/)

As t hese headl i nes suggest, various forns of
religiously notivated asymmetric warfare can occur in a
wi de range of societies in disparate parts of the world
This chapter will examne the reasons why religion proves
such an ideal notivator for violence. Al so, the advantages
that religious notivation |ends groups waging asymetric

war will be di scussed.

A RELI G ON AS A MOTI VATOR?

Trying to determne why religion is such a strong
notivator for violence is as difficult as defining religion
itself. Al though there are a nunber of possible
definitions for religion, the one that seens to accommodate
all religions wthout offending anyone conmes from the
Rel i gi ous Tol erance Organization (RTO. According to its

1]

website, RTO proposes that religion be defined as, .any

specific system of belief about deity, often involving
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rituals, a code of ethics, and a philosophy of Ilife”

(Rel i gi ous Tol erance Organi zati on, 2001).

Religion notivates at both the individual and group
| evel . For the individual, religion provides, anobng other
t hings, a sense of hope for the future, giving the believer
the inner strength and confidence to at least attenpt to
overcome seemngly inpossible tasks. At a mninmm
religious rituals offer the believer feelings of stability,
commtnment, and a sense of belonging to sonmething greater
than hinself. \Wen |like-m nded believers are unified by a
single purpose, they represent a form dable group. When
religion’s individual benefits are conbined wth an
organi zational structure, the result 1is an attractive
package that religious and secular groups can exploit to
meet their respective goals.

In addition to these benefits, religion is also
attractive because it is tineless. In general, religion
has outlasted enpires and nations. For this reason alone
even groups not intent on influencing the nmasses for either

secular or religious reasons are likely to be interested in

using religion. Even in the short term a religiously
based philosophy can be beneficial. For instance, an
energing group has little tine to get its nessage out.

Using religion as a vehicle to comunicate with the nmasses
not only allows for quick dissem nation, but also adds sone
credibility to the nmessage.

Anot her reason that religion can prove so attractive
to a group is that it 1is nore than likely already
established in the area of concern. Wien it is already
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present, religion of fers a ready- made nmeans of

mobi lization, as well as a formal social structure.

The use of religion as a notivator thus sinultaneously
benefits both individuals and the group. Furt her nore,
there is an ancient relationship between religion and
violence that is used by sone groups despite nost peoples’
presunpti ons about religion’ s usual prom se of peace.

B. RELI G ON AND VI OLENCE

H story is filled wth accounts of conquests by
civilizations done in the nane of GCod. From the Crusaders
marching to the Holy Land to the nodern version of Islamc
jihad, religion has provided the notivation necessary for

civilizations and their armes to destroy each other.

Aut hor Mark Juergensneyer identifies four reasons why
religion will always be associated with violence. These
have to do with loyalty and commtnent, religion s violent
nature and origins, the influence of religious doctrine in
creating violence, and the connection between religious and
political interests acconpanied by the lure of religious
power for secular interests (Juergensneyer, 1992).

Not even political scientist and religious terrorism
expert David Rapoport (1992) can explain this phenonenon,
except to say that religion inspires the ultimte
conmmi t nment . It is this conmmtnent that enables a group to
fight the asymetric fight and Ilends individuals the
notivation to be suicide bonmbers or to attack tanks wth
rocks. This commtnent is seen at various levels in

di fferent organizations. It is probably best exenplified

20



by the Hezbollah organization in Lebanon. As aut hor Hala
Jaber notes,
As far as Hezbollah is concerned, fighting
Israel’s occupation is not just a national duty.
It is a religious obligation that falls wthin
their concept of jihad and they are determned to
continue the fight unt i | Lebanese soil IS

i berated and every Israeli soldier has w thdrawn
fromthe country (Jaber, 1997, p. 60).

The benefits that commtnent and loyalty provide to an
organi zation, while fairly obvious, will be discussed |ater

in the chapter

Most people feel that religion should grant them
tranquility and peace, not terror. Juer gensneyer (2000)
poi nts out that violence may be found at the deepest |evels
of religious imagination, in biblical wars, crusades,
ritual acts of sacrifice, and acts of martyrdom
“Violence,” he clainms, “has lurked as a shadowy presence...
and imges of death have never been far from the heart of
religion’s power to stir the imagination” (p. 6). It is as
if religion needs violence and violence needs religion to
justify actions by divine nmandate. As a result, historical
precedents justify acts of religious vi ol ence
(Juergensneyer, 2000).

But religion cannot be blamed for all social ills.
Juer gensneyer notes that although religion is not
conpletely innocent, it does not always l|lead to violence.

Vi ol ence only erupts when a particular set of circunstances
— social, political, and ideological — join wth violent
expressions of social aspirations, personal pride, and

novenents for political change (Juergensneyer, 2000).
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There are other theories about the relationship
between religion and violence. René Grard proposes that
religious ritual was created as a defensive response to
outsi de threats. Religion provided a basic structure on
which to build and maintain a defensive posture. In order
to survive, man had to live in groups. The famly unit
became the basis for the group structure. Once famlial
obligations were net, the group’s needs were addressed.
After the famlial and tribal responsibilities were net,
| oyalties could then be transferred to either a governnent
or a religious structure. Li ke governnment, religion can
bring together famlies and tribes under broader control
Under these circunstances, religion becones a vehicle for
organi zi ng the nasses. But in contrast to his relationship
wi th governnent, the individual can usually choose whether
or not to adhere to a religion. Even those forced to
attend religious services do not have to participate in the
spiritual sense; going through the notions usually

sati sfies even the concerned observer.

Religion, in its basic form supplies the individual
with structure and rules to live by. Success, in religious

terms, cones fromliving the “good life,” while reward |ies
in the prom se of the next life. Christians, for exanple
believe a good life on earth will result in being able to
enter the gates of heaven and live for eternity, while the
Islamic martyr is prom sed unimgi nable pleasures upon his
deat h. One way religion organizes and then notivates the

masses is by providing after-life incentives.

Rel i gi ous doctrine can be interpreted in a nunber of
di fferent ways. The sanme doctri ne, i nterpreted
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differently, may lead to peaceful, positive actions or to
vi ol ence. For exanple, one Islamc group nay answer a call
for jihad by ensuring that future generations wll have
adequate health care and education, thereby increasing the
chances of the group’s long-term survival. Anot her group
may interpret these sanme words as a call to arns. It is
these instances that terrorism expert David Rapoport is
referring to when he cites the influence of religious
doctrine in fonenting violence. Taken to the extrene,
religion can inspire violence in believers who feel not
only the violent act will bring about the desired outcone.
Rapoport notes that throughout history there are many
exanpl es of violent acts undertaken by those who believed
they were adhering to doctrine, ranging from religious war
to suicide bonmbers (Rapoport, 1990).

Rapoport’s point about the connection between religion
and doctrine is based on tw factors, tinelessness and
st rengt h. Because we have already described religion’s
ti mel essness, this section wll focus mainly on the

spiritual strength religion offers to the individual and

the organization. This strength marks the difference
between religion and other notivators. What renders
religion st ronger t han national i sm comuni sm or

capitalism as notivators is that they lack religion's
spiritual di mensi on. Al though self-preservation and
famlial protection are strong notivators, they are not
mass notivators. Religion is not only a mass-notivator but
it addresses humans’ spiritual needs.

Four factors help generate religion's strength as a
noti vat or. These factors can be <characterized as
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appropriateness, identity, rationality, and religion’s role

as an internally consistent |ogic.

1. Appropri at eness

Dr. Gordon MCormck of the US Naval Postgraduate
School proposes a notivation theory, which he uses to
categorize terrorist groups. McCormck’s theory, which
exam nes terrorist decision-naking logic, can be carried
over to other organizations. According to MCorm ck
pragmatists follow a |ogic of consequence because they base
deci si ons on pref erences and cost-benefit anal ysi s.
Puri st s, on the other hand, follow a logic of
appropri at eness because they base decisions on identity and
an inclination to follow the rules. Pragnmati sts and the
purists form two ends of a spectrum into which all
terrorists can be fitted. A group, which espouses viol ence
to further an ideology, nore than l|ikely uses the |ogic of
appropriateness, while a group seeking power through
terrorism enploys the logic of consequence. Terrorists
notivated by appropriateness are nuch nore difficult to
def eat . The tactics used agai nst these groups include re-
i ndoctrination and redefining appropriateness. To conbat
groups following the logic of consequence requires that
attention be focused on the organization's cost-benefit
analysis with the aim of increasing its costs. Changi ng
others’ beliefs and values is far nore conplicated than
increasing their costs. Because religion follows the |ogic
of appropriateness it turns out to be extrenely powerful as

a notivator and very difficult to attack.
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2. Identity

Religion provides individuals with identity. Seeki ng
identity and/ or pur pose in life strongly shapes
i ndi vi dual s’ decisions and actions. Religion can offer an
identity both during and after this life. For instance
martyrdom represents an exanple of identity achieved wth
deat h.

Martyrdom represents the voluntary acceptance of

death in order to ‘denonstrate the truth’, is a
central and perhaps critical elenent of the
nmessage gi vi ng religions (especially
Christianity, Islam and to a |esser extent,

Judaism, for it dispels the doubts of believers
and aids proselytizing efforts (Rapoport, 1990,
p. 122).

The individual is able to achieve identity and purpose
t hrough martyrdom while providing an organization with the
material needed to recruit nore martyrs. Wth an arny of
martyrs, an organization has a powerful weapon with which

to wage asynmetric war agai nst a superior eneny force.

Perhaps the nobst promnent martyrs in today’'s world
are suicide bonmbers. Their strategy — which is to blow up
t hensel ves and their victins — first came to prom nence in
the 1980s as a neans by which a weaker force could engage
an asymmetrically superior force. Hezbol | ah and Hanmas
martyrs today continue to achieve the status and identity

of national heroes.

3. Rationality

A religion’s influence is based on the strength of
belief denonstrated by its followers. By definition,
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followers consider their religion and its doctrine to be
rational and will defend both to the end. A rational
person can be defined as sonmeone who does not conpletely
di scount the future or as soneone who cal cul ates and pl ans
to reach specific ends. An irrational person, then, can be
defined as soneone who is only concerned with the nonent.
Because nost people appear to be wunable to conpletely
di scount the future, they can be considered rational.
Al so, because religion is about followng prescribed
religious practices with the aimof living a good life and
then going to one’s just reward, religion cannot be
consi dered irrational. Ar guabl y, t he or gani zati on
not i vat ed by religion IS super-rational, provi di ng
stability and a | ong-term sense of purpose.

4. Internally Consistent Logic

The last and nost powerful factor that makes religion
such a strong notivator is its internally consistent |ogic.
For those of faith, religion cannot be disproved. Even the
atheist, who disbelieves the existence of God, becones
agnostic when asked to prove his belief. If there can be
no proof of the existence of God, then there is no denying
the possibility that God exists. This is the power of

religion as an internally consistent |ogic.

The power of other notivators, such as nationalism or
communi sm  for exanpl e, can be qui ckl'y di sproved.
Nationalism has nutated into fascism and comunism has
col | apsed. Religions continue to exist because they have
remai ned flexible and have changed with the tinmes. The

combination of the irrefutability and the anbiguity of

26



religion makes this possible, and just adds to religion's
power to notivate. An organi zation has much to gain and

very little to lose by using religion as a notivator.

C. ADVANTAGES GAI NED BY THE ORGANI ZATI ON

The discussion to this point has focused on the
rel ationship between religion and violence, and the
strength of religion as a notivator. The question now is

what benefits does religion provide an organization?

An organi zation benefits in four ways when using
religion as a notivator: it gains commtnent, |egitinmcy,
nmenber ship, and |ongevity. These benefits provide the
organi zation wth the ability to fight the asymetric
battl e. Typically, in asymetric warfare, the ultimte
victory is not necessarily a decisive tactical engagenent.
Sustained strategic success is nore inportant. These
benefits encourage the organization to sustain itself
despite facing overwhel mng odds, and can ultimately | ead
to victory. The Vietnam War is an exanple of ‘victory
t hrough survival’ . As discussed in the previous chapter,
t he weaker force can defeat a stronger force by achieving a
stalemate or  better. Under the right circunstances,
religion provides the notivation to sustain the fight.

1. Comm t nent

As exam ned earlier in this chapter, using religion as
a notivator for violence results in a strong commtnent
fromthe believer to act in the nane of God. The Ayatollah
Khormeini, for exanple, used his fiery sernobns to inspire

his volunteer mlitias to participate in suicidal “human
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wave” attacks. It was their belief that their deaths were
for the greater good (while at the sane tine guaranteeing
them a good seat in heaven) that ultimately |l ed the nen and
boys to willingly sacrifice thensel ves. This comm t ment,
used in the right way, provides an organization with a very
powerful tool for furthering its cause.

2. Legi ti macy

Religion offers legitimacy to an organi zation. Hamas
gained l|egitimacy through invoking jihad and by pronoting
the spread of Islam “Hamas perceives Islamin a defensive
position, struggling against a Jlocal as well as an
international environnent that is openly hostile towards
Musl i ms” (Nusse, 1998, p. 83). This defensive stance finds
favor anmong the nasses who then see the |ink between Hamas
and |slam As an internally consistent logic, Islam in
turn, lends credibility to Hamas, and thereby secures its
| egitimacy. Wien an organization wuses religion for

legitimacy it becones very difficult to discredit.

3. Menber shi p

By design, religion offers an organization a |arge
popul ation from which to recruit nenbers and fill its
ranks. Recruiting fromthis population is possible for two
reasons. First, religion is ubiquitous as nobst people
espouse sone form of religion. Second, religion can cross
ethnic, linguistic, cultural, and even national boundaries.
In many cases, such as those represented by Islam religion
regul ates and m xes the powers of civil and political life
(Norval, 1999). Hezbol I ah, for instance, has built an
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entire social welfare system in Lebanon. “Hezbol | ah’ s
social services, the group’s social work has succeeded in
transformng it into sonething ‘larger than a party, yet
smaller than a state’” (Jaber, 1997, p. 168). These
actions are attractive to many, and at |east tolerable or
useful to the rest of the popul ation.

4. Longevity

Lastly, religion provides the organization wth
| ongevity and the ability to survive the war, not just the
battl e. Longevity is critical to a weaker opponent in an
asymmetric conflict. The ability to endure derives from
i ndividuals” commtnent, the organization's legitinmcy, and

a bountiful menber shi p. All  four of these factors
contribute to perseverance and the wll to wn. The
Pal esti ni an Li beration Or gani zati on (PLO and its
asymmetric fight against |srael exenplify this. In 1982,

the PLO was virtually destroyed physically, but through
perseverance and unity, the organization survived and has
evolved into its own political entity (Lerman, 1982). This
will to win, or to survive, would be inpossible wthout

commtrent, |egitinmacy, menbership, and organi zation.

D. SUMVARY

Religious notivation is prevalent in conflict around
t he gl obe today. Religion is used and will have continued
use in the future because obtaining religious goals my be
a primary objective, or because religion may double as
notivational and structural means to rally the nasses.

Religion is a strong notivator because it follows the |ogic
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of appropriateness, offers identity, is rational, and
constitutes an internally consistent |ogic. Or gani zat i ons
can secure individual conmi t nent , further their own
| egitimacy, gain a |arge nenbership and, nost inportantly,
secure their own longevity when they enploy religion as a
not i vat or. Thus, it is particularly useful in asymetric
warfare, as the cases to be examned in this thesis wll
reveal .
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| V. CASE STUDY #1: HEZBOLLAH AND | SRAEL

Nations and civilizations have gone to war for a
nunber of reasons. Wars have been waged over political
differences, alliances, natural resources, or access to
t hose resources. Not surprisingly, religious differences
have also been a source of conflict throughout history.
From the holy wars recorded in the Ad Testanent of the
Bible to the twenty-first century version of Jihad, history
is filled with tales of “true believers” fighting wars in
t he nane of Cod.

The current situation in the Mddl e East provides an
excel l ent exanple of ancient feuds continuing into nodern
tinmes. As the theological and geographic center of three
of the world's major religions — Christianity, Judaism and
Islam — the M ddle East seens destined to be a battleground
for religious-based conflict. These conflicts span the
spectrum of intensity as religious groups fight one another
for power and influence. From inter-religious turnoil to
fighting off ext er nal threats, religiously notivated
conflict seens to have an added dinension that is not
present in secularly oriented wars. As aut hor Mark Pi nsky
(1997) notes, “.faith, the essence of religious conmtnent,

makes a form dable notivator” (p. 1).

Oten, this extra edge that religious notivation
provides is all that a group brings with it to battle
against a larger, better equipped force. In Mddl e East
history, there are many exanples of this type of asymmetric
war in which a weaker force fights and defeats a stronger
force. From the Jew sh defenders at Msada to T.E

31



Lawrence and his guerrilla canpaign on the Arabian
Peninsula during Wrld War |, the idea of asymetric

warfare is not new to the region.

The inplications of this type of asymetric conflict
can be explored by examining the “war” between the state of
Israel and Hezbollah during the <closing years of the
twentieth century. Al t hough this undeclared war between
Israel and Hezbollah has many facets, it is ultimately a
battle in which religious differences have been used as

noti vators.

If we use Chinese philosopher Sun Tzu' s principles of
warfare as a gauge, it appears that Israel was clearly the
superior force. After conparing the strategic, tactical
preparation, and |eadership aspects on both sides, western
anal ysis would point to an easy Israeli victory. Yet, the
conflict between the two has been raging for at |[east
twenty years, with no end in sight. The question then is,
what else is Hezbollah bringing to the fight? Does
religious notivation gained from Islam provide the
organi zation with what it needs to nake up for deficiencies
el sewhere? Is this religious notivation stronger than the

feeling of national survival that notivates the Israelis?

A BACKGROUND

At the heart of the current Mddle East conflict is
the existence of the state of Israel. Born in controversy
over fifty years ago, Israel continues to be a painful
remnder to the Arab world of battles |ost and dreans
unfulfilled. Oficially created by the United Nations from

the Pal estinian nandate in 1948, Israel’s short history can
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be characterized as that of a state at continuous risk.
From the beginning, the surrounding Arab states regarded
Israel as sinply the next in a long |ine of oppressive
intruders out to west control over the area’s |limted | and
and resources. What ever hopes Israel had for a peaceful
beginning did not last long as the Arab states i mediately
decl ared war. VWiile the Israelis had a slight nunerical
advantage in nmen, it was conceivable that the Arab forces
could nmass resources and nen and crush the upstart nation

For a nunber of reasons, however, the Arab states were

unable to fight a cohesive battle. Israel, on the other
hand, fighting for its national survival, was able to
mobilize and defeat the Arab forces. This scenario would

be repeated three nore tinmes over the next twenty-five
years, solidifying Israel’s role as a regional power.

After independence, the |leaders of the new Jew sh
state had a nunber of problens to solve. It was obvious
that the land clained by the new state would not be
sufficient for its current population. Nor would it be
able to support the expected influx of Jew sh immigrants.
Israel’s Zionist |eadership had been conducting an active
canpaign to encourage the Palestinians to nove from their
homes since before Wrld War I1. This intensified during
the war of independence, which led to a massive outflow of
Pal esti ni ans. Once Jewish settlers noved into these
vacated areas, and with the Palestinians wanting to return
to their hones, Israel found itself wth an interna
refugee problem with which it was wunprepared to deal.
Israel had three choices. First, it could allow the
Pal estinians to return and give them back their |and.

Second, it could negotiate sone kind of settlenent,
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involving land resources Israel did not have. Fi nal ly,
I srael could |leave the situation unresolved, by clainmng to
still be under siege, thus relegating the Palestinians to
remai ni ng refugees. The Israelis chose this last option,
| eadi ng Pal estinians to seek a return to their honeland and
return of land by the Israelis, which they continue to want
today (Nasr, 1997).

The Palestinian refugee mgration into southern
Lebanon directly inpacted the Lebanese Shiites |Iliving
there. But the Shiites nonethel ess renmained synpathetic to
the Pal estinian cause. The Pal estinian refugee problem
taught the Shiites that fighting was the only way to keep
their land. Both Israel and the Pal estinians had indicated
that the Shiite displacenent would only be tenporary. I n
the end, the tenporary Palestinian ordeal in Israel had
taught the Lebanese not to abandon their honmes at any cost
and that confrontation was the only way to survive intact
(Jaber, 1997).

This Shiite confrontation would begin with the hel p of
the Palestinian Liberation Oganization (PLO. Al t hough
the secular PLO had gained sonme political legitimcy from
the United Nations in the early 1970s, their continued
harassnment of Israeli settlenents eventually pushed the
Israeli government to take decisive action. In 1982,
Def ense Mnister Ariel Sharon decided it was tine to drive
the PLO from Israel’s northern border and |aunched
Qperation PEACE FOR GALILEE in an attenpt to destroy the
PLO once and for all. On Cctober 16, 1982 an Israeli convoy
rolled through a Shiite crowd of 50,000 in the city of
Nabati yeh, Lebanon. This gathering was being held to
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celebrate Ashura, the nost sacred religious festival in
Shiite Islam |Instead of bypassing the town and avoiding a
confrontation, the Israeli convoy commander chose to roll
right through the celebration. The Muslins were furious at
the disregard for their holy day, while the Israelis
regarded the crow reaction as a challenge to their
authority. A riot ensued and two Shiites were killed. The
Hi gher Shiite Council of Beirut issued a °‘Fatwa,’ or
religious edict, calling for confrontation against |sraeli
forces. As a result of this call for jihad, the Hezboll ah
organi zati on was born (Jaber, 1997).

B. HEZBOLLAH

Hezbollah had begun as an informal resistance to

Israeli occupation and eventually developed into a very
conpl ex psuedo-state at war with Israel. Al t hough secrecy
still shrouds nuch of the inner workings of Hezboll ah,

there has been enough information revealed over the years
to analyze at least sone of Islanis influence over the

organi zati on’s purpose and goal s.

In the early 1980's, the Iranian-backed Hezboll ah
organi zation was one of approximtely twenty-five groups
fighting the Lebanese, Syrian, and Israeli governnments for
control of southern Lebanon. Islamis influence over every
facet of the organization is what set Hezbollah apart from
its rivals. Using the Islamc revolution in Iran as a
bl ueprint, Hezbollah's |eadership focused on the Lebanese
Shiite Muslinms as a foundation for their organization. The
often forgotten Shiite population benefited little during

Lebanon’ s prosperous years. Now, with the country in
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chaos, the Shiite situation was hardly inproving. Focusing
on Shiite religious convictions yielded Hezboll ah i mredi ate
results. First, religion was already a part of everyday
life. Therefore, the edicts put forth by the clerics would
be accepted as readily as any other religiously-oriented
prescriptions. Islam also gave the group an instant
infrastructure by which to build an organization. The
clerical hierarchy already in existence was considered
legitimate by worshipers, thus making the transition from a
religious entity to a theocracy relatively easy. Fi nal |y,
doing what was said to be religiously necessary provided
the ultimate notivation. As was seen in lran a few years
earlier, the nmood of the Lebanese masses was such that
sout hern Lebanon was ripe for revolution. Hezbol | ah now
had all of the elenments in place to succeed in southern
Lebanon (Jaber, 1997).

In his piece entitled “The Mral Logic of Hezbollah,”
author Martin Kranmer wites that Hezbollah differs from
ot her Lebanese mlitias in one fundanental regard.
Hezbollah’s |eaders believe and espouse the idea of a
revolutionary vision for an Islamc state in Lebanon.
Hezbol l ah is not necessarily concerned about the future of
other groups fighting for survival in Lebanon. Rather, the
“Party of God” considers its version of Islam the only way
to save the country from the evils of the west, and to
provide the political and social stability that its
adherents believe has been mssing (Kraner, 1998). In
contrast, terrorism expert David Rapoport notes that groups
i ke the Pal estinian Liberation O ganization have attenpted
to do the sanme thing, but they have defined thensel ves from
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a secular rather than religious point of view (Rapoport,
1998).

By wusing Islam as the foundation of the new
organi zati on, Hezbollah gained instant legitimcy from not
only the Lebanese Shiites, but other displaced Lebanese
mnorities as well. Hezbollah’s 1list of goals (which
appear below) is general enough to benefit everyone, yet
specific enough to Ileave no doubt about what are
Hezbol | ah’ s intentions.

Hezbol I ah Goal s
e Liberate Lebanese territory fromlsraeli occupation

e Inform the public of the continued Israeli aggression in
Lebanon and of the Israeli army's systematic killing of

civilians.

e Educate the public on the miserable living conditions of
the Lebanese people living under Israeli occupation.

e Inprove the living condition of the Lebanese people
suffering under |sraeli occupation.

¢« Provide assistance to famlies who lost their sources of
i ncome due to Israeli Army attacks and assassi nations.

e Resist the crinminal and terrorist actions of the Israeli-
sponsored South Lebanese Arny (SLA) terrorist organization.

e Provide housing to individuals whose homes were bonbed by
the Israeli arny.

¢ Provide | ow cost nedical care

e Provide educational assistance to famlies in need

Sour ce: Waww. mogwama. or g

It is interesting to note that Islam is not

specifically nentioned in this Ilist. Whet her the Islamc
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influence is inferred or purposely left out, its presence
is readily apparent. O course, there are drawbacks to
enbracing a radical Islamc philosophy. As the Iranian and
Af ghan people found out after their revolutions, radical
I sl am conpl etely changes the nature of a country. Although
Hezbollah is essentially an undeclared “state wthin a
state” it is still able to influence the population via
strong-arm tactics. Using Islamic law as a basis for its
| egal system Hezbollah tends to enforce its |laws by direct
action. Much to the dismay of Mislins and non-Mislins
al i ke, Hezbollah supporters use terror tactics to enforce
the strict Islamc standards on issues such as alcoho

consunption and femal e dress codes (Jaber, 1997). I slam ¢
law is known for its efficiency when desired and its
hypocri sy when convenient, and its application in Lebanon
proves no exception. For exanple, although suicide is not
allowed according to the Koran, Hezbollah <clerics have
skirted the issue by conparing the Hezbollah's suicide
bonbers to soldiers at war, thereby authorizing the use of
suicide tactics (Kraner, 1998). Yet, despite the perceived
shortcom ngs of the Islamc |egal system its acceptance by
Shiites is another pr oof of their recognition of
Hezbollah’s legitimacy. Also, although its version of
Islamc |aw could be considered extrene at tines, Hezboll ah
does provide a source of stability in an otherw se chaotic

envi ronnent.

As nmentioned in Chapter 1l, Wstern mlitary analysts
have | ong argued about the characteristics that a nation or
its mlitary force nust possess in order to succeed in war.
Wthout a decisive battle, or exchange of land or

resources, analysts nust look to other areas to determ ne
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how the conbatants fared during a conflict. For the
purpose of our three case studies, western mlitary tools
of analysis will be used. These five keys to victory are
based on the witings of Sun Tzu. They are, again:
| eadership, strategy, tactics, preparation (logistics and
technol ogy), and desire. H story has shown that a force
able to exploit its advantage in any of these areas nmay
have the edge on the battlefield.

1. Leader ship

Hezbol | ah used both historical precedence and Islamto
set up its government infrastructure. Modeling itself
after the Iranian revolutionary governnent, Hezbollah's
organi zati on can be separated into two parts. The first is
made up of officials who hold positions in the hierarchy of
the organization, and the second consists of the masses.
As is the case in Iran, holy nen who provide spiritual and
political guidance |ead Hezboll ah. Wiile these clerics
have great influence over all issues, a council (or
“Sharia’) and a Secretary-General mneke policy and | egal
deci si ons. Both the Sharia and Secretary-Ceneral are
elected from wthin the established hierarchy (Jaber,
1997) .

Initially, Hezbollah |eadership relied heavily on the
religious clerics to form the backbone of its organization.
As the organization matured, however, Hezbollah gave its
mlitary arm |Islamc Resistance, nore autonony in dealing
with day-to-day activities. This nove toward centralized
command and decentralized execution for operations led to a

nore effective fighting force in the early 1990’s. As a
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result, Islamc Resistance was able to carry out nore
operations wth greater results and fewer casualties
(Jaber, 1997).

Wile shrewd |eadership has been critical to
Hezbol l ah’s success, its nmenbers cone not only from
Lebanon, but the rest of the Mislim world as well. The

organi zation stresses the point that nenbership is not
limted to Lebanese and Pal estinians. I ndeed, Hezboll ah
considers all Mislinms nmenbers of the Party of GCod. Thi s
open nenbershi p phil osophy allows the organization to cross
nati onal borders and expand its support base worldw de. It
also lends the group longevity, as its basic assunption
that any Muslimis a nenber guarantees followers as |long as
the religion exists (Jaber, 1997). Whet her this form of
| eadershi p and governnent gives Hezboll ah an advant age over
the denocratically elected Israeli government is debatable.
However, the fact that Hezbollah is religiously based
definitely lends it an edge in rallying followers to its

cause.

2. Strat egy

Al t hough Judaism has played a significant role in
I srael’ s devel opnent, Israeli national survival has been a
continuous goal since the state declared independence in
1948. After its successful 1982 invasion of Lebanon, the
I sraeli governnent adopted two approaches as part of its
|l ong-term strategy against terrorist organizations I|ike
Hezbol | ah. By using air strikes and raids into southern
Lebanon, the Israelis felt they could curb the resistance

by elimnating Hezbollah's | eadership. The Israelis also
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believed that penalizing the population for any actions
committed by Hezbollah would turn the masses against the
freedom fighters. In both cases, their strategy did not
wor k. Jaber (1997) notes that the |eaders who had been
targeted becane martyrs and thus heroes to rally around,

and each I sraeli reprisal only strengt hened t he
determ nation of the Lebanese Shiite to fight. | nst ead of
destroying Hezbollah’s will to win, the Israeli strategy

only boosted it. On the battlefield, Hezbollah's long-term
harassnment strategy included car bonbs, suicide bonbers,
rocket attacks, and small unit raids to provoke the
Israelis to respond. Then, a continuous propaganda
canpaign exploited Israeli mstakes wusing all fornms of
medi a avail abl e. Hezboll ah’s goal was to not only nmake
Israel ook bad, but to also portray Hezbollah's own
fighters as waging war for a good cause. Not only did this
enhance Hezbol | ah’ s | egiti macy Wi thin Lebanon, but
furthered its cause with the outside world as well. The
Shiite clerics took an active role in singing Hezbollah's
prai ses. Wherever a crowd gathered — whether in nobsques,
at funerals, or for festivals — Hezbollah was able to get
its nessage out while Israeli responses continued to prove

the clerics’ criticisns of Israel correct (Jaber, 1997).

3. Tactics
As in nost cases  of asymmetric warfare, t he
battlefield favors the defender. Not only does the

def ender know the terrain, but he can also choose when and
where to fight. Because his aimis to throw the invader
out he also has an advantage in terns of the wll to wn.
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By definition, all of a defender’s assets and resources are
concentrated on defense. The attacker, on the other hand,
not only has to take the fight to the defender, but also
has to maintain support from honme until victory has been
achieved. Defeating defensive tactics is often easier said
than done, as we saw in Vietnam and nore recently in
Somal i a. Even in Israel, |local know edge and popul ar
support in southern Lebanon have allowed Hezboll ah
guerrillas to remain elusive despite the best Israeli
efforts to find and destroy them

The nost significant inpact of a tactic in the Israel-
Hezbol |l ah war has come in the form of the suicide bonber.
Al though there are many historical exanples of soldiers
knowi ngly commtting suicide for their cause (the Japanese
kam kazes from World War [l imediately cone to mnd),
Israelis were taken by conplete surprise when the first
sui cide attacks occurred in the early 1980s. The young nen
carrying out these attacks seenmed to represent a new breed
of freedom fighter. Born in poverty, with little hope for
the future, the recognition and accol ades heaped on these
martyrs were too good for any young idealist to pass up.
Li ke the kam kaze attacking US warships, suicide bonbers
were driven by the idea of defending their honeland and
were commtted to the act by their belief in Islam which
prom ses martyrs a pleasure-filled eternal l|ife, at the
ri ght hand of All ah.

4. Preparation
When conparing the technol ogical and | ogistical
capabilities of Israel and Hezbollah, it certainly would
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appear that Israel was better prepared for war. Backed by
US nmilitary and financial aid, there was little doubt that
when the conflict began in the early 1980s, Israel was one

of the premer fighting forces in the world.

In spite of the overwhelnm ng odds facing Hezboll ah,
however, the organization was able to build a respectable
force in a short period of tine. Starting with a small
band of poorly equipped guerillas, and a conbination of
Iranian noney and training, and an active recruiting
canpai gn, Hezbollah developed into an efficient fighting
force. Recruiting success can be attributed to both socio-
econom ¢ and religious reasons. Having lived in chaos and
poverty for their entire lives, there is little econom c or
educati onal opportunity for Lebanese youth, making the life
led by Islamc Resistance fighters very attractive. In
addition, answering the call to jihad by the religious
| eadership brings prestige not only to the individual, but
to his famly (Jaber, 1997).

Al t hough nenbership in Hezbollah is universal and
automatic, becomng a nenber of Islamc Resistance is a
little nmore difficult, as new recruits have to pass through
a probationary period before they are considered for full
nmenbership (Kramer, 1998). In 1986, mlitia menbership was
estimated at nearly 4,000 nen. After years of conbat, and

considerable capital infusion from abroad, the Islamc
Resi stance has becone an ever |arger, wel | -trained,
di sciplined fighting force. In fact, Islamc Resistance

has inmproved so nmuch that it has even begun to take on a
western mlitary organizational style whereby specialized
units |ike artillery, signals, and engineers have been
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fielded. In addition, to tie all of these efforts
together, a general staff now exists to carry out the tasks

of running an arny (Jaber, 1997).

Al though, critics assert that Hezbollah could not
exist without the support of the Iranian governnment, this
is truer of Hezbollah in the past than today. Currently,
Hezbollah nmaintains a very conplex fiscal arrangenent.
Al though it continues to accept ‘alns’ for support,
Hezbollah has a nunber of business enterprises and

investnments to ensure that it can survive wthout any

external support. Wthin Lebanon, Hezbollah is actively
involved in large-scale Dbusiness ventures such as
supermar kets, factories, and farns. It also provides |ow

cost housing to neet the needs of the displaced. Hezboll ah
has even ventured into the international investnent market
(Jaber, 1997).

Hezbol  ah has |ikew se matured over tine, and evol ved
on the ‘battlefield.’” The Hezbollah-Israeli war has been
characterized by snmall unit actions on each side. Western
style force-on-force battles never nmterialized as each
side attenpted to capitalize on its strengths while
attacking the eneny’'s weaknesses. For Hezbollah, what

began with “set and forget” bonbs, anbushes and ki dnappi ngs
devel oped into conpl ex, coordinated attacks agai nst |srael

forces in direct and indirect actions. Being the pre-
emnent mlitary power in the Mddle East, Israel’s arsenal
boasted nodern western attack and surveillance aircraft.
However, the lessons learned by the US in Vietnam were
val idated in Lebanon. The primary |esson |earned had to do

wth the will or desire of Hezboll ah. Despite the fact
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that Israel could mass firepower with the best technol ogy
avai l abl e, sinple “shoot, nove and hide” tactics nade it
nearly inpossible for Israelis to |locate and defeat their

det erm ned i ndi genous foe (Jaber, 1997).

The technological inbalance of mlitary equipnent
between Israel and Hezbollah offers a classic exanple of

the inequities to be found in an asymetric war. Wth
nodern attack aircraft, |ike the US-nmade F-16 fighter-
bonber and Apache helicopter gunship, it appeared that
Israel would easily roll over any opposition. Technol ogy
had already proven itself decisive on the nodern

battlefield when US-led coalition forces soundly defeated
the Iragis in Operation DESERT STORM The obvi ous
di fference between DESERT STORM and the Israelis’ actions
is that the coalition was fighting a conventional force
under conventional conditions while the Israeli-Hezboll ah
war is an asymetric fight. A better conparison m ght be
US operations in Vietnam sonme twenty years earlier, or the

Sovi et debacl e i n Af ghani st an.

Hezbollah’s firepower is a mx of old and new
Despite fielding antique weaponry, Hezbollah has armed it
fighters with excellent terror weapons, |like the Russian-
made Katyusha rocket, and has been able to mintain
harassnment fire into northern Israel throughout this
camnpai gn. Hezbollah mlitary |eader Sheikh Nabib Quarq
claimed by the 1990s that his organization possessed its
own state-of-the-art equipnent that prevented Israel from
| ocating and defusing roadside bonbs. He also clainmed that
Hezbol | ah’ s conmmuni cati ons had becone sophisticated enough
that they could not be jammed. Li kewi se, Hezbollah was
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able to field electronically controlled bonbs that it
claimed could not be jamed or prematurely detonated
(Jaber, 1997).

Despite its use of smart bonbs, nodern artillery, and
ot her high tech equipnent, Israel was unable to neet its
expectations of hitting targets wthout causing civilian
casual ti es. Hezbol l ah itself suffered 650 air raids and
was the target of 24,000 artillery shells, yet was still
firing salvos of Katyushas into northern Israel and at a
hi gher rate than when the offensive started in 1982 (Jaber,
1997). Technol ogi cal |y speaking, |srael may have seened to
have the advantage, but as Arieh O Sullivan, defense
anal yst for the Jerusal em Post, pointed out,

Despite all its bravado and state-of-the-art

weapons systenms, the IDF s attenpts to stop

Hezbollah from firing Katyushas into northern

Israel is like a tiger trying to catch a nosquito
in his teeth (Jaber, 1997, p. 178).

Ironically, for an ‘undeclared state’ |ess than
twenty-five years old, Hezbol | ah’s  achi evenents are
i npressive and rem niscent of Israel’s in its early stages.
Al though it seens that |Israel should have easily crushed
Hezbol | ah, it has been unabl e to eradi cate t he
organi zation, despite its best efforts. The question then

is, what other factors <could be playing a role in

Hezbol  ah’s survival ? The answer seens to be that
Hezbollah, |like its predecessors in earlier asymetric
wars, possesses a stronger desire or wll to wn. Thi s
will to win should not be mstaken for a desire to survive.
The will to win we refer to is proactive rather than
reactive.
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C. HEZBOLLAH S WLL TO WN

This will to win may be inpossible to quantify, but it
is very easy to locate. Al we have to do is look at the
actions of the believers. For exanple, Jaber opens her
book HEZBOLLAH with the story of Hezbollah nenber Salah
Ghandour, a young man in his early twenties who was nmarried
with three children. Ghandour had been active in the

I slam ¢ Resistance for years, but in 1995 felt he had to do

nor e. In May of that year, he drove an expl osives-I|aden
car into an |Israeli convoy, killing hinself and twelve
Israeli soldiers. H's death cane as no surprise to his

wife who initially pleaded with him to not go on the
m ssi on. She eventually relented because she had always
known that this was his destiny. Despite her and her
children”s loss, she was “proud and filled wth joy,”
because her husband believed that his death was the best
way he could defend and fight for his land and his
countrynmen (Jaber, 1997).

The type of dedication denonstrated by Ghandour could
come from a nunber of things, but certainly testifies to
his strong sense of faith in Islam and acceptance of self-
sacrifice for the greater good. Khalil Jarradi, a | ocal
t heol ogy teacher in the Lebanese village of Marrakeh, suns
up this notivation nicely,

It is faith. No one mght believe us, but it

emanates from our faith — that wondrous weapon,

which no armanents in the world can destroy,
united our town’'s residents, despite the fact

that they belonged to different political parties

and affiliations before the invasion (Jaber,
1997, p. 23).
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Jarradi’s own teaching continually <challenged Israel’s
presence in southern Lebanon, while his |eadership inspired
many to the cause, and his success resulted in numerous
Israeli raids attenpting to capture him Though these
rai ds were unsuccessful, a bonb placed beneath his office
eventually did kill him Yet, as so often has happened in
this conflict, though the Israelis may have killed the man
his influence continues, and they actually assisted in
turning himinto a martyr for the resistance (Jaber, 1997).

VWiile faith in Islam and commtnment to the cause
appear to be the nost significant elenments in this desire
to win, Hezbollah’s ability to call on its nenbers for
self-sacrifice 1is extraordinary. The idea of self-
sacrifice 1is instilled at an early age even though
Hezbol  ah admts that children cannot conprehend martyrdom
Through their study of religion, <children learn that
paradise is their reward for death in Dbattle. To
strengthen this point, the actions of martyrs dying for the
cause are glorified in pictures, speeches, and poens. As
one nenber of the Hezbollah Wnen s Association put it,
“.self-sacrifice.is as normal as being taught in chil dhood
that stealing is a sin” (Jaber, 1997, p. 90).

Wiile it is difficult to provide tangible proof that
the wll to wn exists, there is evidence that an
organi zation gains when using religion as a notivator for
war . Al t hough there have been many stories and eyew tness
accounts attesting to the faith and dedication of
believers, there is still no proof, other than deliberate
acts of self-sacrifice, that Islam itself is a notivator.
But, throughout this case study, the effect that I|slam has
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had on the commtnent, | egiti macy, | ongevity, and

nmenber shi p of Hezbol | ah shoul d be nore than apparent.

In addition to these factors, Hezbollah has been able
to succeed because it has been able to focus its energy on
a common eneny, |srael. Hezbol l ah’s hatred for the state
of Israel is unyielding and, according to its manifesto,
t he organi zation will never have anything resenbling nornal
relations with that country. This feeling stens |argely
from the fact that Israel exists on what is considered to
be Muslim | and. As a result, the ‘war’ between Hezboll ah
and Israel cannot end until | srael ceases to exist
al t oget her (Jaber, 1997).

As with hatred, Hezbollah's npbst inportant resource —
people — is virtually unlimted. This, conbined with its
ability to notivate its followers to action through the
will to wn, renders Hezbollah a difficult opponent.
Israel’s strategy for protecting its northern border,
though admrable, only adds to the problem I srael’s
aggressive action taken to elimnate terrorists only
inspires nore recruits and steels their resolve. As 1 ong
as both sides pursue their current agendas, the battle wll
never be won and the conflict will continue. Over the |ong
term this stalemate could spell defeat for |Israel, the
stronger power.
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V. CASE STUDY #2: FI'S AND ALGERI A

Nationalism is still today a powerful force in world
politics and a critical cohesive elenent presently used by
countries around the world. According to US historian John
Lukas (1990), “All the isnms are wasns — except one, the
nost powerful ism of this century, indeed, of the entire
denocratic age, which is nationalisnt (p. 41). Thi s neans
that nationalism endures, while colonialism expansionism
and inperialism for exanple, are no longer relevant in
today’'s political arena. However, one ‘ism renerging in
the 21°' century is fundanentalism Fundanmental i sm  of
course, is not really new, while its appeal to the nasses
is not entirely different fromthat of nationalism (Peters,
1993).

E. J. Hobsbawm (1987) defines nationalism as “the
readi ness of people to identify thenselves enptionally wth
‘“their’ nation” (p. 143). Nationalism can al so be defined

as a devotion to the interests or culture of a particular

peopl e. Fundanentalism neanwhile, is an assertion or a
re-assertion of traditional beliefs and practices
associated with a particular religion. The connection

bet ween religious fundanentalism and nationalismis obvious
i f the traditional religious beliefs and practices
represent a people’s way of life or culture. This is true,
for instance, in Algeria. “As during the preceding
centuries, Islam was the strongest binding force in a
hi ghly het erogeneous country plagued by constant tribal and
famly feuding; under foreign, non-Mislim influence this
becane even nore prevalent” (Stone, 1997, p. 146).
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A BACKGROUND

Fundanmentalism in a nearly religiously honbgeneous
society, can work to unite people and bridge fissures nuch
the way nationalism did in Algeria in 1962. Ni nety-ni ne
percent of the population is Sunni Mslim But, Algeria,
not unlike other African countries, is diverse and full of
overlapping fissures that divide or ~could potentially
divide the country. Ethnically, Algeria is 80% Arab and
20% Ber ber. The common spoken |anguages are Arabic,
Ber ber, and French. Ceographically, 4/5 of the country is
desert and nost of the habitable terrain is along the
Medi t erranean coast. Therefore, nost cities are along the
coast. Over half of the population lives in cities and,
subsequently, nobst of the population is located in the
northern portion of the country. Generational cleavages
are inportant because 70% of Algerians are under 30 years
of age (Metz, 1994).

Events of the last 30 years have led to sharp
distinctions between older Algerians who experienced
i beration from France, m ddle-aged Algerians who grew up
in the liberated state and currently run the country, and
young Al gerians who only know of the current governnent and

its failures.

More inmediately, fundamentalism flows from the
belief that the nationalist |eaders who led their
countries to independence after World War 11 did
not deliver to nost people the better lives they
prom sed; they and their foreign ideologies had
fail ed. This perception of failure cut to a
consi derabl e extent along generation |ines. As
ol der people rested on the laurels of victories
past, younger people were |ooking for victories
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over present problens which their elders seened

unabl e or unwilling to produce. Their
di ssatisfaction was reinforced by the fact that
slow economic growh I|imted their upwar d

mobi lity. Those who had made and profited from
the revolution could not now make room for their
own children, or at l|east for the children of
those who had not profited. Unenpl oynent ,
under enpl oynent , and inappropriate enploynent
were (greatest anong the young, nost of whom
ironically now boasted better educations than
their parents (Ruedy, 1992, p. 241).

Lastly, of course, economc fissures are also present in
Al geri a. The inportant point here is that all these
fissures overlap and that nost of these fissures were
buried or ignored during the National Liberation Front’s
(FLN) long and heroic struggle for Algerian independence.

1. Nat i onal Liberation Front (FLN)

Berbers are the indigenous people of Al geri a.
However, nunerous invaders throughout history have affected
them  The Phoenicians, Romans, Vandals, Byzantines, Arabs,
Turks, and the French have influenced Algeria. The
greatest pressure cane during the Arab conquest of North
Africa, which ushered in the spread of Islam This is when
Berbers converted to Islam and fornmed an |slam c governnent
during the 8'" century. Islam thus has a long history in
the region, which is inportant for understanding just how
deeply its roots extend into Algerian culture.

France invaded Algiers in 1830 and shortly thereafter
annexed Al geri a. The French controlled Algeria for nore
than 130 years. Al t hough Al gerians were French subjects,

they were always considered |esser. Algerians could becone
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French citizens only if they renounced Islam and converted

to Christianity. Qoviously, this stipulation, conbined
with continuous French exploitation, instigated popular
resi st ance. Initially, Algerians only wanted equal rights

and status, but eventually they sought conplete autonony
(Stone, 1997).

After Wrld War [1, the French tried to conpromse
with the Muslins in Algeria, but by then it was too |ate.
Al geri an nati onal i sm al ong with wor | dwi de Ar ab
nationalism was growng and a fight for independence
seenmed inevitable. Ahnmed Ben Bella, along with several
other exiled Algerians, created the FLN in Egypt. On 1
Novenber 1954, the FLN officially began what quickly
devel oped into a ruthless guerilla war against the French.
This eight-year canpaign against France marks the epitone
of Algerian unity. The Evian Accords, on 18 March 1962,
ushered in a cease-fire and the end of over a century of
French rule in Algeria (Stone, 1997).

The FLN was victorious in w nning independence and in
unifying a people divided by nunmerous fissures. These
fissures have since resurfaced. The less the FLN has
proved able to acconplish its original purpose, the |less
unified the country has becone. “The avowed purpose of the
FLN was ‘the restoration of the sovereign, denocratic and
social, Algerian state wthin the framework of Islamc
principles’” (Roberts, 1988, p. 558). Algeria won its
i ndependence on July 1, 1962 and operated as a socialist
state from 1963 through 1989. The FLN used religion to
assist in the unification of the people and to achieve its
goal s. “I't nobilized the Islamc elenment of Algerian
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culture in order to establish itself as a popul ar novenent,
but this mobilization was instrunental r at her t han
expressive of the spirit of the novenent” (Roberts, 1988
p. 588). Ironically, nuch as the FLN used but did not
treat religion seriously, favoring nationalisminstead, the
Islam c Salvation Front (FI'S) now w elds fundanmentalism in
nationalisms place.

2. Islam ¢ Sal vati on Front

The FI'S enmerged in February 1989 primarily because the
FLN and the governnment had failed to understand the needs
of the people. “I'slamism had little difficulty in
connecting with social distress, for it involved itself
precisely where the vacuum and the attendant need were
experienced nost severely” (Mlley, 1996, p. 242). Thi s
connection and understanding is critical to FIS s use of
religion to notivate the Al gerian people. At first glance,
appearances mght |ead one to believe that the FIS was
destined to be successful and that Algerians would
peacefully unite. Unfortunately, for two reasons, this has
not and is not likely to happen. First, the mlitary
(originally FLN-supported) assunmed power and is reluctant
to relinquish control. Second, although in step wth
Al gerian society, the FIS does not have a plan for running
the country and wants nothing less than an Islamc state.
“The strength of their appeal cane from their noral stance,
not fromthe realismof their plans for the future” (Pierre
& Quandt, 1996, p. 13). The FIS slogan of ‘Islamis the

solution’ does not in itself solve the problens of Algeria.
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a. Strategy and Tactics

The 12-year-old asymetric conflict between the
Al gerian governnment and the FIS is currently stal emated.
A final scenario involves a prolongation of the
present situation in which the junta is unable to
reach out to other parties or even dom nate the
country mlitarily and suppress the |Islamsts,
nor are the Islamsts able to dislodge the

mlitary hold on the basic instrunents of power
(Fuller, 1996, p. 110).

The failure by both forces to consistently apply strategy,
tactics, |eadership, preparation, and desire — all of Sun
Tzu's principles for victory — explains the stalemate.
Al t hough both the governnent and the FIS receive poor marks
in strategy and tactics, the FIS s narks are worse. By
engaging in Kkillings, bonbings, hijackings, Kkidnappings,
and general terrorism they have alienated parts of the
population in their effort to underm ne the governnent.
“During the last three years, the Islam sts have becone so
vi ci ous, destructive, splintered and out of control that it
is unlikely Algerians or the international comunity would
allow themto govern” (St. John, 1996, p. 8). As Professor
Peter St. John indicates, the FIS s current strategy and
tactics are extrenely unpopul ar. Al t hough this makes it
unlikely the FIS will govern in its present form it could
conceivably rule if it delegated and stuck to a clearly

defined strategic plan.

b. Leadership and Preparation

The Al gerian governnment has the advantage over
the FIS in both |eadership and preparation. The FLN
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energed from its war of independence with France having

| earned the benefits of capable |eadership and thorough

preparation. The current regine capitalized on this FLN
experi ence. The FIS |eadership, on the other hand, has
struggled to stay out of jail and to remain alive. The

resources, funds, and trading possibilities of the Algerian
governnment far exceed the capabilities of the FIS to
include all available external support. FI'S | ogistics,
technol ogy, and training cannot be conpared to those of
even a marginal nation-state. Al told, the governnent has
the advantage in four out of five of Sun Tzu' s principles:
strategy, tactics, |eadership, and preparation.

G ven the governnent’s apparent superiority the
guestion is, why is there a stalemate? The short answer
is, the weaker force can win sinply by not | osing. Sun
Tzu's last principle, desire — the hardest to neasure — is
clearly the equalizer in this case. Sinply put, nenbers of
the FIS apparently have a greater will to win than do their
gover nment opponents. The Islam sts are notivated to do
whatever it takes, for as long as is necessary to achieve
victory. This notivation represents the FIS s strength and
highlights the current governnment’s weakness. Unl ess the
government can focus on overconming this weakness, thereby
undermning the FIS s strength, the best that the
governnent can hope for remmins a stal emate.

B. RELI G ON MOTI VATES THE PECPLE

“The question then is not so nuch whether the FIS wll
come to power, but how, and to what degree” (Fuller, 1996,

p. xviii). Appropriateness, identity, rationality, and its
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internally consistent logic lend religion the trenendous
notivational force. The FI'S uses Islam and these four
factors to nmotivate its followers and supporters, and
infuse themwith the will to wn. In tine, this desire to

win may eventually bring the FIS to power.

Hi storically, the typical Al gerian has been described
as nore pragmatic than pure. The failure of socialism by
the 1980s, conbined with persistent nationw de economc
difficulties, set the stage for the turbulent 1990s.
“I'slami sm offered conforting social nornms — dress codes,
ritualized prayers — and a sense of collective purpose to
young disaffected, and marginalized Al gerians in desperate
search of both” (Mlley, 1996, p. 243). Pr ef er ence- based
deci sions and cost-benefit analyses, which never seened to
| ead to success, sent individuals searching for answers in
other places. Rational individuals, who consciously sought
to make plans and decisions for their future, were bound to
be frustrated by the governnment’'s failings and its
unconvi nci ng expl anati ons. By offering a phil osophy based
on the logic of appropriateness, as well as rules, and a
social structure, Islam presented an appealing alternative

to many Al geri ans.

At the same tine, Islam offered Algerians an identity.
This religious identity nmay actually be the nobst powerful
conponent of Al gerian culture.

Apart from tiny residual Christian and Jew sh
communities in Algiers and other northern cities,

nearly all Algerians are Muslimns. But this
appar ent honogenei ty bel i es t he enor nous
geographical, linguistic, ethnic, and other | ocal
di visions anong Algerians; indeed, one of the

central thenmes of successive Algerian reginmes
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since 1962 has been the goal of forging a
‘national’ identity as a means of overcom ng the
profound problenms caused by these cleavages
(Stone, 1997, p. 7).

Algeria has long struggled to find sonething that appeals
to people beyond their famly or tribe, and Islam would
appear to be the one thing that people already share in

conmon.
Al geria's i nguistic difficulties epitom ze t he
country’s struggle for identity. The region’s indigenous

| anguage is Berber, but was replaced by Arabic follow ng
the Arab conquest in the seventh and eighth centuries.
During the one hundred years of French rule, French becane
the |anguage of comerce and education. However, the
country remained predomnantly Islamc and the Koran
continues to be witten in Arabic. Arabic is necessary for
reading and understanding the Koran, which autonmatically
creates a sense of identity anong believers, Fol | owi ng
i ndependence, the governnent’s “goal was a country where
the |anguage (Arabic), religion (Islam, and national
identity (Algerian) were free, as far as practical, of
French | anguage and influence” (Metz, 1994, p. 88). Thi s
Arabi sation policy began in the 1970s and, inadvertently,
hel ped fuel inter-generational tensions in Algeria. In
many cases, the younger generation only spoke Arabic, while
many of the scarce enploynent opportunities available to
the Al gerian youth still required know edge of French.

The Arabisation of public admnistration and the

state sector of the econony did not Kkeep pace

with that of secondary and higher education, wth

the result that by the md- to late 1970s there
were | arge nunbers of young Al gerians educated in
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Arabic for whom enploynment opportunities were
scarce (Roberts, 1988, p. 566).

These increasingly large nunbers of disenfranchised nmale
youth anmpbunted to a ready-nmade nenbership for FIS

Unenpl oyed and under-enpl oyed young nen |ent backbone and

strength to the FI S I slam not only hel ped refocus youth,
but also offered them a collective purpose. Actual |y,
di sgruntled Al gerians of al | ages found thenselves
attracted to Islam Al t hough evidence does not suggest

that the FIS consciously wused Islam to notivate its
followers, the fact that the FIS was Islanmc did appeal to

peopl e.

C. THE WLL TO WN AND THE FI' S

Faith can be considered an enabling factor, if not the
critical elenment, in the wll to win, and can thus be
considered instrunmental in contributing to victory on the
battl efield. The will to win cannot be described in
tangible terns, as can the other four benefits gained by
the FIS — conmtnent, | egiti macy, menber shi p, and
| ongevity. As previ ously di scussed, comm t ment ,
| egitimacy, and nenbership taken together are directly
responsi bl e for establishing |longevity, and for securing an
organi zation’s long-term survival . I sl anis perseverance in
Algeria is beyond dispute — it has been there since the
900s — the FIS has endured for over a decade, and is still

acti ve.

While Islam has never truly been a pacifist creed, the
FISs original goal was not to engage in a mlitary
struggle with the Al gerian governnent.
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The FIS reversion to arned violence in January
1992 sprang directly from the arny’s coup, its
annul nent of the FIS national election victory of
the previous nonth, its rejection of FI S
activists who sought peaceful neans to power, the
subsequent arrest of hundreds of FIS |eaders,
including its top |eadership, and the outright
banni ng of the party (Fuller, 1996, p. 37).

Islam inspires ultimate commtnent, but this commtnent is
not necessarily violent or peaceful. 1In Algeria, the FIS s
Islami st bent, conbined wth its desire for radical
political change, led to acts of extrem sm However, in
nost cases, FIS s supporters were not commtted to
violence, but rather to their religion. All FIS really
sought was support so that it could apply pressure on the

government to change its ways.

The FIS continues to pursue the goal of an Islamc
st at e. According to author Hugh Roberts (1988), *“An
Islamc state is a state governed in accordance wth
Islamc law, the Sharia” (p. 558). The Sharia is a set of
| aws derived fromthe Koran. The fact that Mislins believe
that their wultimate spiritual guidance cones from the
Koran, anpbunts to an internally consistent |ogic because
the Koran is also said to be beyond question. Ther ef or e,
an Islamc state will be legitinate as long as it follows
the Shari a. The pursuit of this has itself lent the FIS
legitimacy. But the FIS has also gained |egitinmcy because
it picked up where the FLN fail ed. The FLN prom sed, but
did not produce, an Algerian state based on |Islamc

pri nci pl es.

Meanwhile, the FIS is able to use its religious base

to increase its nenbership. As nearly all Algerians are
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Musl i s, FIS s pot enti al menber shi p i ncl udes nost
Al geri ans. Nothing is as all-enconpassing as religion is
in Algeria when it cones to bridging fissures based on
ethnic, |linguistic, generational, economc, or regiona
di ff erences. Altogether, the FIS appeals to a w de range
of people, the nost influential groups of whom include
youth, mlitant |Islamsts, veterans from Afghanistan and
the @ilf War, deserters from the Algerian arny, the
econonmically challenged, and anyone el se who was adversely
affected by colonialism or the failure of the Al gerian
gover nnent . As a result, the FIS can recruit from an
enormous popul ation base that excludes, arguably, only
menbers of the ruling elite (Fuller, 1996). More to the
point still, the FIS has an inexhaustible pool from which
to recruit nenbers. This alone guarantees it a future.

Presently, the FIS has not yet achieved a conplete
victory, and conflict in Al geria continues. However, by
not having lost, the FIS has achieved a victory of sorts.
The fact that it has not been defeated seens inprobable
because analysis indicates that the governnent holds nost

of the advantages. The only advantage held by the FIS is,

presumably, its wll to wn. This otherwi se invisible
attribute nmanifests itself as commtnent, | egiti macy,
menber ship, and |ongevity. And it is ultimately these

factors that may yet enable the FIS to achieve total

victory over the governmnent.
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VI. CASE STUDY #3: | RAN AND | RAQ

In recent years the influence of the superpowers on
political and mlitary agendas has dimnished, but mny
countries continue to be torn apart by internal violence.
In sone cases, religious differences have played a
significant role. However, religious conflict cannot
al ways be defined in the traditional terns of one religion
fighting another. The conflict anong people of the sane
religion is often just as generative of violence as is
conflict between people of different religions. For
exanple, the two major sects of Islam — Sunni and Shiite -
have continually been at odds over which one represents
true Islam We see just how bloody an interfaith war can
be in the case of the Iran-lrag War (1980-1988), where the
Islamc religion played a role in notivating the forces on
bot h si des.

This nmulti-faceted war was one of the few conventi onal

conflicts fought during the Cold War era. It was a war
f ought over religious issues, bor der di sput es, and
political di fferences, and was fuel ed by anci ent
Shiite/ Sunni and Persian/Arab cleavages as well as the

personality clash between Ayatollah Khoneini and Saddam
Husayn (Pike, 1999). As in the previous case studies, the
Iran-lrag War wll be analyzed using five principles for
victory derived from the witings of Chinese philosopher
Sun Tzu. In terns of |eadership, strategy, tactics, and
preparation, the war was an asymmetric conflict that
favored Iragq. Yet, in the final analysis, historians
define the outcone of the war as a draw with heavy | osses
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on both sides. The question is, how were the Iranians able
to fight to a draw when they were clearly outmtched? Was
it sinply that the Iranians were nore conmitted to victory?
The desire or wll to win is the fifth principle for
victory, and appears to have played the nobst significant
role in this conflict. But was this desire to wn
religiously notivated, or was nationalism the fuel? — that
is the question this chapter attenpts to answer.

A BACKGROUND

Wiile sone historians call the Iran-lrag Wr the
| ongest conventional war in the last one hundred years,
other historians treat the war as the latest round of
Persian-Arab hostilities. Al though the reasons for the
1980 invasion by lraq are conplicated as well as nunerous,
some analysts believe that Husayn |launched the Iraqi
invasion for only two reasons. First, there was the open
hostility between Husayn and his Iranian counterpart,
Khorei ni . Wth Khoneini’s revolution less than two years
old, the economc and political chaos that existed in Iran,
exacerbated by a war, could lead to the downfall of the new
Islamc regine and elimnate one of Husayn's regiona
enemes (Hro, 1991). Husayn’s second reason to invade
Iran was based on his fear that the Shiite population in
Ilrag mght be inspired by the success of the Iranian
revolution to overthrow his governnent. Crushing the
Iranian Shiite reginme would then keep the Iraqi Shiite
under control. Wile Mddle East expert Daniel Pipes
acknow edges that both of these explanations have nerit, he

proposes that Husayn invaded Iran for |ess conplex reasons.
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Pipes theorizes that the Iraqgi invasion was inspired by
border disputes that had been simrering for vyears. The
boundary at the Shatt al-‘Arab River, which separates the
two countries, was at the center of the controversy (Pipes,
1983).

In 1975, the Shah of Iran and then - Iraqi Vice
Presi dent Husayn signed the Algiers Accords. As a result
of the Accords, both sides conprom sed and determ ned where
the national boundaries would lie along the Shatt al-‘Arab
river. In the end, Iraq gained sone territory while Iran
was granted the access to the Shatt al-‘Arab it desired
On the surface, both sides seened satisfied with the deal
though it appeared that Iran had negotiated better terns
(Hro, 1991).

The four vyears followwng the Algiers Accords were
filled with internal conflict in both Iran and Iraq. I n
Iraq, concerns over the Shiite Islamc revival and the
threat it posed to the secular Baath party led to the
el ection of the hardliner Husayn as president. Wiile his
predecessor, President Bakr, took a conciliatory approach
to the Shiite problem Husayn advocated tough tactics
against lraq's religious nmmjority. Commtted to the
western notion of the separation of church and state, the
Baath party and its |eadership had a reasonable fear of a
possible Shiite wuprising (Hro, 1991). Since Islamc
fundanmentalism had led to the Shah’s overthrow, and wth
such a large Shiite population in southern lraqg, it was
reasonable to believe that a religiously notivated uprising

could al so occur in Irag.
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Wereas the Iraqis’ fear of religiously inspired
revol uti on encouraged their invasion of Iran, the Iranians
| ooked upon their religiously notivated revolution as a
source of strength throughout the war. Whil e a nunber of
reasons for the Shah’'s dem se have been identified,
religion — in this case Shiite Islam — played a significant
role. The Ayatollah Khoneini had been a critic of the Shah
and his western-influenced governnment for sone tine.
Khonei ni had been jailed and deported a nunber of tines for
hi s outspoken protests against the nonarchy. Utimtely,
the popular Islamc fundanentalist novenent |ed by Khoneini
toppled the nonarchy and redefined the entire country
(Hro, 1991). For Khoneini, the war could not have cone at
a better tine. Wth the Islamc regine less than a few
years old, it needed events to rally around to solidify its
power . The Anerican hostage crisis provided one such
source at the beginning of the revolution, and the Iraqi
invasion gave the Millahs plenty of material for their
fiery sernmons that further energized the masses (Wrknan
1994).

There wer e sever al factors, meanwhi | e, whi ch
encouraged Husayn to finally invade. First, Iran seened to
be an easy target. At the time, the new Revolutionary

Reginme was trying to deal with the problenms of running a
country. Iran’s unenployment was high and its oil revenues
were low, while the Kurds and other groups continued to
rebel against the governnent. Also, the Iranian mlitary
had been deci mated by purges while its equipnment had fallen
into disrepair. Second, the fall weather was favorable for
infantry and arnor operations in that part of the world.

Fi nal ly, t he nost I nport ant factor was t hat t he
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superpowers’ attentions were focused el sewhere. The
Soviets had their own problens in Afghani stan and Pol and,
while the Anericans were preoccupied with the upcon ng
presi denti al el ections and a pot enti al Col d War
confrontation in Afghanistan. Also, judging from the
recent US experience with Iran, Husayn nust have assuned
that the US would not be upset by the demi se of the Iranian
government (Pipes, 1983).

The success of the initial Iragi ground assault, in
Septenber 1980, Iled analysts to believe that Husayn's
prediction of a quick victory mght cone true. The
conbined arns assault against the disorganized Iranian
government and mlitary looked |ike a one-sided battle.
Surprisingly though, the Ilranians were able to quickly
mount a defense and the Ilraqi attack |ost nomentum In
1982, the Iranian counterattack rapidly noved through Iraqi
lines, prodding Husayn to propose the wthdrawal of Iraqi
forces in the hopes that Iran would agree to end the war.
Iran, with rnmonentum on its side, refused to accept the
ternms and continued the war into Iraq. By the beginning of
1984, Iraqg had formally changed its war ains from conquest
of Ilranian territory to stopping Iranian forces from
further gains. In April, Husayn proposed anot her

di plomatic settlenent, which was again rejected (PiKke,

1999) . By the end of 1984, human wave assaults and ot her
wasteful tactics had taken their toll, and the casualty
totals were horrendous. By 1985, both sides changed

strategies as cities and industrial areas were targeted by
air strikes, artillery barrages and mssile attacks.
Iraq’s use of chem cal weapons was officially noted during
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this tinme, but their overall effects were insignificant
(Hro, 1991).

Ol, the lifeblood of both countries, had strategic
implications throughout the war as its revenues helped
finance the war effort. The new attacks on shipping
brought the superpowers into the war when both the USSR and
the US provided tankers to Kuwait to ensure the flow of
oil. By 1988, the Persian Gulf was the center of naval
operations for ten western and eight regional navies (Hro,

1991). In 1988 UN Resolution 598 was passed, officially
marking the end of the war. Wth the exception of huge
| osses in nmen and material, little of note had cone out of

t he eight-year conflict.

B. THE WLL TO WN I N AN ASYMMETRI C WAR

Determining the mlitary significance of the war is
difficult. Wthout a decisive battle or exchange of |and
or resources, analysts nust I|ook to other areas to
determne how the conbatants fared during the war. The
principles for victory wll again be used to determ ne
whi ch side had the advantage during the war.

1. Leadership

The effect of |eadership on the outcone of the Iran-
lrag War can be evaluated on many |evels. Nat i ona
| eadership obviously played a significant role in the
conduct of the war, but the mlitary |eadership also
i nfluenced the war’s outcone. Much has been witten about
the | eadership styles of Husayn and Khoneini. Thr oughout

the war, Husayn’s actions were in line with the secular
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nature of the ruling Baath party, although he did not
hesitate to use religious synbolism when it served his
pur poses. Khormeini, on the other hand, used religion as
the basic notivator for the revolution and the war. Wth
both | eaders playing to their respective strengths, neither
side had a |eadership advantage at the national |evel.
Author Dilip Hro (1991) explains,

Both [Husayn and Khoneini] were strong wlled,

i ntransigent nen, who could not be intimdated,

they believed absolutely in thenselves and their

doctri nes. But their experiences were poles

apart, and they ran different types of regines.

Khonei ni had every reason to be confident of his

inspirational charisma... |In contrast, Husayn was

in charge of a well-oiled state and party

machi nes, which were awash wth noney and
confidence (p. 37).

The nmilitary |eadership on both sides was marked by
highs and | ows. Despite having nodern equipnent,
professional mlitary training, and access to sone of the
Cold War’'s best advisors, neither side was able to mmke
lasting mlitary headway. For Iraq, nmuch of the blane can
be placed on Husayn. Al though a self-proclained Field
Marshal , Husayn had little mlitary training and relied on
his faithful lieutenants to carry out orders. Husayn’s
concerns about coup attenpts ensured that capable conbat
commanders did not rise too high in rank. Even those Iraqi
commanders who proved their worth during the first nonths
of the war were wunable to mmintain nonmentum on the
battl efiel d. The Ilraqi war machine stalled because
Husayn’s centralized command policies nmade it difficult to

exploit any advantages, and the logistical shortcom ngs of
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the lragi arny made sustained operations inpossible (Hiro,
1999).

Iranian mlitary problens also emanated from on high

The difference between the two countries was that in Iran’s
case its leadership was religious. The Revol utionary
reginme had purged its best officers during the revolution
to ensure that a coup would not take place. Di strust of
the professional mlitary placed the new governnent in a
difficult situation. The governnment needed experienced
conbat conmanders and staff officers to make the arned
forces run; yet, it did not trust officers’ loyalties. As
the war progressed, comand eventually passed from the
interim mlitary |eaders to the clergy. Under this new
| eadership schene, positive results were imediately
evi dent . In March 1982, the clerics |aunched Operation
UNDENI ABLE VI CTORY to penetrate lraqgi lines and split Iraqi

forces in the oil-rich Iranian province of Khuzestan. This
was the turning point of the war as Iran took the offensive
for the first tinme (Pike, 1999). As the war continued
t hough, the lack of formal training becanme an advantage *

as the lranian field conmmanders, unburdened by over-
centralized control and wunaffected by the traditional
mlitary staff college training, manifested thenselves in
i nnovation and ingenuity in the mdst of battle” (Hro,
1991, p. 51). It appears that neither side gained an
advantage fromits |eadership. Fortunately, their m stakes
only cost nmen, a resource that each side did not hesitate

to use.
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2. Strat egy

Irag’s war strategy can be described as conplex,
anbi tious, and inconsistent, all of which led to the high
nunber of casualties and no significant gains. Hro
describes Irag’s war plans as being both offensive and
defensive in nature. On the northern and central fronts,
Iraq’s planners devel oped a defensive posture to prevent
Iran from noving through the oilfields of the Mesopotam an
plain and on to Baghdad. In the south, lraq’ s offensive
strategy was designed to |iberate Khuzestan. The strategy
changed after the Iranian counter-attack. The lraqis’ goal
changed from offensive warfare to defending against the
Iranian attacks. Still later, their strategy changed again
and evolved into pushing the Iranians back across the
border (Hiro, 1991).

The lranian strategy was sinple through the first
nonths of the war, as Iran had no choice but to fight a
def ensi ve canpai gn. Once its forces were healthy enough
Iran counter-attacked and began pushing Iragi forces back
across the border. Despite Ilraqi overtures for a truce,
Khonei ni considered the Iranian counter-attack critical to
attaining what was quickly becomng his ultimate goal, the
downfall of the Iraqi governnent. There was |ittle doubt
that religion provided some of the notivation for the
I ranian war plans. Destruction of the Ilraqi governnent
woul d not only free up access to Shiite holy sites in Iraq,
but also rid Iraqg of secular influences, allowng for a
nore appropriate |Islamc-based governnent to take over.
Strategically, Husayn was unrealistic in his expectations

of elimnating the Iranian governnent. Iran’s war plans,
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on the other hand, not only appeared to be reactionary in
nature, but also sinple, given Khoneini’s goal of toppling

Irag’s governnent.

3. Tactics

Tactically speaking both sides adapted to the
battlefield, wusing historical precedence and religious
nmotivation when the circunstances dictated. Taking a
| esson fromthe 1967 Arab-Israeli war, the lraqgis attenpted
to destroy the Ilranian Air Force on the ground wth a
surprise attack on the opening day of the war. Al t hough
the attack inflicted some damage, the Iranians were able to
| aunch counter-attacks later that day. As the war dragged
on, it becanme obvious that Iraqi forces were incapable of a
sust ai ned of fensive because of the lack of tactical skill,
notivation, and |ogistical support. Instead, the lraqis
fell back to a Soviet-style static defense to prevent

further Iranian gains (Hro, 1991).

The Irani ans, although well equipped, |acked the spare
parts to take advantage of the large mlitary build-up
initiated by the Shah. They based their npbst successful
tactics instead on their greatest resource, people. These
“human wave” assaults consisted of formations of about one
t housand nen, each arnmed with a shoulder fired rocket
| auncher. These formations, spread out at 200-500 yard
intervals, strained the Iraqi defenses and eventually
overwhel ned them Wthout religion and the prom se of
martyrdom to notivate the troops, these human wave tactics

coul d never have been used (Hiro, 1991).
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Both sides learned their tactical |essons the hard
way. I nnovation and ingenuity eventually found their way
on to the battlefield, but in the end Irag maintained the

overall tactical advantage.

4. Preparation

In ternms of being prepared for battle, lraq with its
| arge, well-equipped war rmachine definitely had the
advantage over Iran, which was still trying to deal wth
post-revol uti on chaos. One weakness that both sides shared
was the inability to carry the fight to the eneny and
sustain the attack. Al t hough each side attacked into the
other’s territory, with air strikes, long-range artillery
barr ages, and surface-to-surface mssile attacks, the
ground war noved less than fifty mles on either side of
the border. There nmay have been political reasons in each
country for not expanding the front, but the bottom |ine
was that neither country had the logistical capability to
effectively nove nen, ammunition, and supplies forward.
Hro notes that on a nunmber of occasions, lran was unable
to gain the tactical advantage due to “long supply lines...
and inadequate |ogistical backing” (Hro, 1991, p. 87).
Iraqg fared no better. |Its forces perforned well as long as
they were near their own border, but |acked the notivation
to operate deep inside lraq as their comunications and
supply lines were overstretched (H ro, 1991).

In terms of technology, the Iran-lrag War was the
| atest conflict to be a testing ground for the superpowers.
Anal yst Anthony Cordesman notes that Iraq s technol ogical

superiority countered Iran’s nmanpower superiority. But, in
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the early 1970's, Iran had benefited from generous US
weapons sales policies and from the presence of US
advi sors. Early in the war, US-trained airnen and F-4
Phant om fighter-bonbers conprised the only counter-attack
capability Ilran had against the Iraqi onslaught. Lat er,
critical itens |like HAWK air defense mssile batteries and
TOW anti-tank mssiles made it through the arns enbargo and
inmproved Iran’s offensive and defensive capabilities
(Cordesman, 1987).

Irag was able to continue to armitself throughout the
war, using its oil resources to fund its weapons purchases.
Supplied by a nunber of countries including France and the
Sovi et Union, nodern weapons such as T-62 tanks, Mrage and
M G fighter-bonbers, and Exocet anti-ship mssiles gave the
edge to the Ilraqgis in the realm of technol ogy. Wth the
exception of the Exocet attacks on @ulf shipping, though,
the Iragis seenmed to have difficulty in effectively
enpl oyi ng these nobdern weapons. Husayn’s dictatorial rule
and mlitary inconpetence probably led to Iraq’'s failure in
this area. The Exocet did add a new dinension to the war
For the first time since World War 11, “neutral shipping”
was attacked in order to expand the scope of the war.
Al so, the nature of long-range artillery duels changed when
each side began using short-range ballistic mssiles to
attack population and industrial centers (Hro, 1991). In
the end, technol ogy nmade the war nore deadly for all of the
partici pants, but because it had better access to
equi prent, Iraq retained a significant advantage. Yet, if
Iraq’s technol ogical capabilities were so nuch better, why

did it not wn a decisive victory?
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Having reviewed four of the five principles for
victory, it appears that |Iraq possessed the overall
advant age. Yet, in spite of its shortcomngs, Iran was
able to respond and turn the war into a stalenmate that
dragged on for seven nore years. The difference between
the two countries was that Iran seenmed to have a stronger

desire or wll to wn. This is not to say that Irag
conpletely rolled over for the Iranians. Once the battle
was being fought on their native soil, the lraqis stepped

up and fought defensively with an enthusiasm not seen since
the opening days of the war. The question then is, what
could have inspired either side to fight a war whose only
political or mlitary significance was the trenmendous |oss
of human |ife? The answer lies in the appetite each side
had for fighting and for continuing to fight. I n
retrospect, it appears that age-old rivalries, aninosities,
religious differences, and nationalism conbined to notivate

each side to wage this war.

C. RELI G ON MOTI VATES THE MASSES

Religion has been used throughout history as a
notivator for war and violence. Typically, hostilities pit
one religion against another. For exanple, western European
crusaders marched on the Holy Land to free the area from
the Muslins. But sonetines the fight occurs within the
sane religion, between two different sects.

Al though Westerners often think of Islam as a single
unified religion, this is, in fact, not the case. I slam s
maj or dividing line splits the Shiite and Sunni sects, and

t hough both groups espouse the sane basic beliefs, there
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are sone fundanental differences that frequently lead to
conflict. The main difference between the two sects
revolves around the Imamate, or |eadership aspects, of the
religion (Metz, 1987). The Sunnis believe that religious
and political |eaders can be chosen or elected by the
faithful. The Shiites believe that only God, can appoint
t he | eadership. For the Shiites, any denial of a prophet
woul d be denying a nessenger of God and is therefore
unacceptable (Ai Abbas, 2001). Sunnis and Shiites share
five of Islanmis Seven Pillars of Faith. The two pillars
not shared by the Sunnis are jihad and the requirenent for
Muslims to do good work and avoid all evil. Shiites
recogni ze Sunnis as fellow Mislins, but consider the Sunni
sect to be inconplete when conpared to their own (Metz,
1987) .

At first glance, the Iran-lraq War appears to be a war
involving religious beliefs and is yet another chapter in
the struggle between Shiite and Sunni Islam Upon review
of the post-war Iliterature though, the war can be nore
accurately described as a conflict fueled by nationalist

ideals as well as by religion.

Throughout its fifty-year reign, the Pahlavi nonarchy
pushed to westernize the Persian Enpire. Al though pursuing
this nodernizing strategy quickly brought Iran into the 20'"
century, enbracing western ideals did not sit well with the
country’s Islamc | eaders. Their resentnent festered, and
as the Shah’s health failed alongside that of the Iranian
econony, conditions were ripe for revolution. Led by the
charismatic holy man Khoneini, the revolution's goal was
not to sinply overthrow the nonarchy, but also to replace
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it wwth a governnent based on Islamc values. Khoneini and
hi s foll oners had remar kabl e success in qui ckly
establishing a theocracy and de-secularizing a culture that

had been at |east two generations in the making.

D. THE | NFLUENCE OF THE WLL TO WN

As nentioned in earlier chapters, the benefits of an

organi zation’s strong will to win can be summed up in terns
of legitinmcy, comm t nent, nmenber shi p, and | ongevity.
Al t hough both Iran and Iraq benefited fromthe wll to wn,

Iran definitely had the advantage.

The adoption of Shiite fundanentalismin Iran lent the
new government instant legitimacy with the masses. Al ready
a part of everyday life, Islam provided stability during
the | ast chaotic days of the Shah and al so gave the nasses
the idea that they could |east exert some self-
det erm nati on in t he new gover nnent . Shiite
fundanmental i sts quickly spread throughout the public and
private sectors, including the mlitary, to ensure that
anywhere lranians gathered the correct revol uti onary
nmessage was delivered (Metz, 1987). This indoctrination
effort resulted in cohesion anong the masses and support

for the new governnent. Havi ng hel ped whip up this new
religious fervor, Khonei ni was able to carry this
enthusiasm into the war wth Iraq. To fuel the fire,

Khonei ni characterized Husayn as a corrupt infidel whose
actions resenbled those of the Shah. By fighting Husayn,
Khoneini said, the lranians were fighting to protect Islam
from the Iraqi |leader who was trying to destroy it.

According to Khoneini, the surprise invasion in 1980 was
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proof enough of Husayn’s intentions. Wth sernons |ike
these to inspire the masses, Khonmeini was able to elicit a
strong comritnent from his followers to defeat the Iraqgis
at all costs (Hro, 1991).

In addition to the legitimcy Islam granted the new
government, the large nenbership base, which essentially
included all Shiite Mislinms, provided Khoneini wth an
instant force of commtted followers that ensured stability
during the wearly, turbulent days of the revolution
Al t hough  Khoneini’s natural ability to inspire his
followers was extraordinary, it would take sonething nore
to energize the masses to respond to Iraq' s surprise
att ack. Anal ysts believe that Iraqi forces would have
rolled all the way to Tehran if it had not been for a fast
and spirited lranian response. To defend the nation, the
regine recalled veterans from the old Inperial Arny and
recruited at |east 100,000 volunteers for the People’s
MIlitia. Despite their lack of training and mlitary
| eadership, these troops were comritted to the religious
cause as they marched into battle. Some nenbers even went
so far as to carry their own burial shrouds into battle in
the expectation of martyrdom and a free trip to paradise
shoul d they be killed (Pike, 1999).

Al though Islam provided Iranian forces wth the
notivation and conmitnment to fight the lraqgis, religion’s
predicted effect on the outconme of the battle was not
al ways guar ant eed. Khonmeini expected to be able to
influence the Iraqgi Shiite population to rise up and
overthrow Husayn, nuch as the Iranian fundanentalists had
defeated the Shah. Instead, the Ilraqi Shiites rallied
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around their gover nment , feeling that any Per si an
occupation of their honeland would be a national dishonor.
(Hiro, 1991) This was one of many instances when the idea
of nationalism appeared to be just as inportant a notivator

as religion for both sides.

Religion played a lesser role for |Irag’'s secular

gover nnent . Baath Party |eader Mchel Aflaq felt that
Islam should be considered a civilization as well as a
religion. For a secular government to succeed in a
mul ticul tural envi ronment , t he cul tural and
“civilizational” aspects of Islam would have to be
enphasi zed. Such a governnment could not rely solely on
legal and religious issues for its legitimacy. Much as

Christianity influences the western denocracies, he felt
I sl am should have a simlar effect in Iraq, bridging the
gap between Iraq’' s various groups. Not only did this
i beral view of governnent fit in with the Sunni beliefs,
but it also encouraged the |eadership to use nationalist

rhetoric as well as religion to energi ze the nmasses.

To appeal to lraqi Mislinms, Husayn liked to portray
hinmself as a pious man, but wusually only when Iran was on
the offensive (Hro, 1991). Husayn even attenpted to use

the ancient Persian-Arab feud to notivate Iragi soldiers

and the popul ation. However, in spite of these efforts
there is little evidence that any of Husayn’s schenes
inspired any fervor in lraqgis. |In fact, the performance of

the lragi Shiite conscripts was very poor, especially when
fighting fellow Shiites on Iranian soil. Only when the
Iranian counter-attack reached Iraqgi soil did it appear
that a form of nationalism or self-preservation becane a
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factor. Al though the invading lIranians shared nore wth
them than did their Iragi countrynen, the Iraqi Shiites
remai ned loyal to Husayn when fighting in their honel and
(Wor kman, 1994). A simlar situation occurred across the
border in Iran. Some of what lured Iraq to conquer
Khuzestan was the fact that Iranian Arabs inhabited it.
Husayn believed (nuch as Khoneini did vis-a-vis the Iraqi
Shiites) that the Khuzestan Arabs would join him and rebel
agai nst the Khoneini regine. But such a rebellion never
mat eri al i zed. Nor did the Khuzestan Arabs inject any life
into the Iraqi Arnmy’s wani ng nonentum ( Pi ke, 1999).

Because of the secular nature of the Iragi governnent,
stories of Iraqgi nationalism on the battlefield are not a
conpl ete surpri se. However, di spl ays of I rani an
nationalism on the Dbattlefield, especially after the
fundanentalist-inspired purges, mght not be so expected.
The loyalty of the professional Iranian mlitary was stil
guestionable, and as a result, a nunber of Iranian Ar
Force pilots were jailed. During the Battle of Dezful in
Khuzestan, the Iranian field commander pleaded with the
chain of conmand for air support from a nearby lranian air
base. Iranian President Bani Sadr took a chance and
authorized the release of the jailed pilots. Surprisingly,
the pilots manned their aircraft and hel ped slow the Iraqi
advance. \Watever their notivation - whether commtnment to
the nation or to Islam - the actions of these American-
trained pilots throughout the war were admrable and at
times tactically brilliant (Pike, 1999).

Nor were such incidents isolated. |In the early years,
once reqgular arny units were finally deployed, they proved
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eager to fight and sought opportunities to regain prestige
| ost through having been associated with the Shah (Metz,
1987) .

It is interesting to note that these acts occurred
early in the war. It was during this period that mlitary
professionals left over from the Shah's reign were m xing
with those loyal to the new regine. Even while the
revol utionary forces were fighting the Iragis, the Iranian
mul l ahs were conducting an active canpaign for the
‘Islam zation” of all Iranian institutions, including the
armed forces. Once this was conplete, religion rather than
nationali sm becane the driving factor for Iranian success

for the remni nder of the war.

The influence of the will to win on longevity shoul d
be obvious. Already noted as the |ongest conventional war
of the twentieth century, both sides appeared willing to
fight indefinitely and only stopped when the superpowers
and the United Nations intervened. What, other than the
will to win, could have sustained both sides in the face of

such puni shing | osses?

The purpose of this study has been to exam ne whet her

religion gave the lraqgi or Iranian soldier an extra weapon

on the battlefield. W have assuned that if all other
things are wequal, religious notivation wll give the
soldier sonmething extra. Wth this desire or will to wn,

a weaker force can overcone a stronger force and defeat it
in battle. The Iran-lIrag War nmakes for an interesting case
study because of the presunmed influence that |slam had
t hroughout the region. Also, the trenendous | osses
suffered by Iran and Irag in nen and materiel indicate that
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there was sonething deep-felt and intangible notivating

sol diers on both sides.

From a western perspective, it appeared that Iraq had
a decisive advantage during the war. However, Ilran was

able to respond thanks to its desire to survive, which was

transforned into a desire to win. Iran’s |eaders narshal ed
religion to trenmendous effect. In contrast, religion
played a mnor role in Irag. Irag already had a well-

established governnent and mlitary structure in place and
did not need the organizational benefits provided by
religion. Husayn tried to use religion as a notivator, but
only when Iranian forces were threatening. Husayn al so
attenpted to use the idea of Islamc martyrdom to inspire
his forces, but it appears that he notivated nore soldiers
with the barrel of a gun than with promse of eterna
par adi se.

In our analysis we have noted that Irag was the nore
technol ogi cal |y superi or of t he t wo countries.
Unfortunately, Husayn was unable to notivate his forces to
fight effectively throughout the war even wth superior
equi pnent . If only the Iragis had been able to marry the
two elenents it is likely they would have rolled all the

way to Tehran and toppled Iran’s new governnent.

Al ternatively, Husayn could have made nore effective
use of Iraqi nationalism As it is, this appears to have
been a decisive factor in two areas. First, there is the
exanple of the loyalty of the lIraqi Shiites. Surprisingly,
what could be described as nationalist feelings overcane
their religious loyalties and prevented a rebellion in
sout hern Iraq. Second, is the exanple of how well the
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Iragi arned forces fought once they returned to Iragi soil
It would seem that for the lraqis, nationalism played just
as inportant a role in the conduct of the war as Islam did

for the |rani ans.

W t hout its enphasis on religion, the Iranian
governnent probably would have succunbed. Not only did
I sl am provide inspiration, but organization and |eadership
as well. Religion did prove to be a deciding factor on a
nunber of occasions and may have been even nore effective
if only the Iranians had all the technol ogical capabilities
of their opponents.

In the final analysis, if Ilrag had not possessed
technol ogi cal superiority, it would not have been able to
hold off the Iranian advances. If Iran’s notivated forces
had not been hobbled by the arns enbargo, the war would
have ended up one-sided in Iran’s favor. In the end, the
will to win, fueled by religion and nationalism did nake a

difference and inspired the Iranians to fight to a draw.
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VII. ANALYSI S AND RELEVANCE

A AMVERICA'S WLL TO WN I N MODERN CONFLI CT

As the twentieth century cane to a close, the United
States remained the only nation capable of exerting its
political and econom c influence worldw de. To i npl enent
its policies, the US maintains a mlitary force capable of
projecting its strength, anywhere in the world. Not only
does the US act to protect its interests, but it also
responds to its allies’ requests for assistance. Not all
of these requests are nmet wth enthusiasm Nevert hel ess,
the US has deployed its mlitary forces nunerous tines
during the last fifty years to fight in some form of
asymmetric conflict. Fromthe canpaign to stop the flow of
illegal drugs to the current war against terrorism the US
has had many opportunities to fight different types of
asymetric war. Gven the current state of affairs, this

trend is likely to continue.

Despite the fact that the US is well versed in this
type of warfare, we have done only a nediocre job at best
when it conmes to recognizing our eneny’'s strengths and

weaknesses and then enploying an effective strategy to

defeat our foe. What policy-makers have failed to
recognize is the influence that the will to win has on the
outcone of a long-term struggle. This will was clearly in

evi dence during the Vietnam War, and again on the streets

of Somalia some twenty vyears |ater. Unli ke other

characteristics of a fighting force — |eadership, strategy,

tactics, and preparation nentioned earlier in this thesis —

the will to wn is intangible, and inpossible to neasure or
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guantify. This fact makes countering this wll wusing

conventional methods very difficult. As counter-insurgency
expert J. Bowyer Bell (1999) states, “It is difficult to
bring weapons to bear on a dream.. (p. 423). W t hout

‘“hard’ targets to attack, US mlitary planners nust focus
their efforts on other areas in order to defeat the
opposition in an asymetric war. In these cases, strength
does not guarantee success. As Bell (1999) notes,

More does not assure triunph, for if there is not
will at the center then all the things, the nen
in nifty unifornms, the noney in the bank and the
materials, the helicopters and hospitals and
el ectronic gear, will not matter (p. 170).

This does not nean that strength is not inportant. On the
contrary, strength does play an inportant part in achieving
victory. Utimately, a weak force with a strong desire to
Win nust gain strength in order to survive, Conversel vy,
the strong force nmust maintain a desire to win in order to

effectively use its strength on the battlefield.

B. CAN THE U. S. COUNTER SPI RI TUAL MOTI VATI ON?

In light of the terrorist attacks on Septenber 11,
2001, questions about the United States’ ability to fight

spiritually or religiously notivated groups have never been

nore rel evant. The US can counter spiritual notivation in
one of two ways: by attacking the eneny’ s notivation, or
by boosting (or encouraging) Anericans’ wll to fight.

These nethods are conplinentary and are nore effective when
used in tandem Al so, altering the eneny’'s sources of

notivation is a tinme-consunm ng process which has to take
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place ‘over there’, while boosting Anerica’'s will to wn

can be done here at hone in nuch |less tine.

1. Attack the Strengths of Mdtivation

In the current asymmetric war against terrorism the
US counter-strategy appears to be very sinple: re-assure
the victinse and punish the perpetrators, including those
who aid terrorist efforts. This policy, although effective
in appeasing the typical Anerican citizen, does little to
address the root of the problem Anal ysts nust go deeper
and design national strategies that affect the faith of the
believers in their cause. To do this, US responses should
focus on attacking their notivation. O, to be nore
specific, we need to attack the tangible characteristics
that give the rallying cause — in this case religion — its
strength to notivate. Through the case studies exam ned in
this thesis, we have sought to illustrate just how useful
religion can be. Religion’s use in ternms of the |ogic of
appropriateness, as a neans of identity, a source of
rationality, and as an internally consistent logic were
determined to be keys to a weaker force being able to
defeat a stronger force over the long run. Ther ef or e,
these are the characteristics that a stronger force

i kewi se needs to focus on in order to effectively counter

t he eneny.

a. Appr opri at eness

Appropriateness is difficult to wunderm ne and
often nore difficult to verify. Changing the beliefs of

87



the true believer with sone kind of certainty is nearly
i npossi ble. Yet, the purist can be shaken. Pet er Partner
(1997) wites, “Purity is an imrensely inportant religious
concept, and an inmensely inportant religious weapon” (p.
309). However, purity as a weapon is a doubl e-edged sword.
The religious |eader who interprets and spreads his faith
al so beconmes a nodel for that faith. If it is possible to
destroy the character and inpugn the purity of the | eader,
the followers” faith in the cause wll start to wane. This
type of attack may focus on the actions or words of the
| eader and could possibly expose the |leader as a fraud to
his followers. For exanple, a well-known religious |eader
in the US fathered at |least one child as the result of an
affair with a co-worker. Despite hiding behind seem ngly
invincible arnor, this church |eader has becone nore of a
punch line for jokes than a spiritual leader. As a result,
a | eader whose opinion had great power at one tine has been
rendered nearly ineffectual. The sanme tactic could be used
to attack the |l eadership of terrorist organizations. There
is a caveat to this strategy, though. True believers my
overl ook the faults of their leaders and remain loyal to
the cause, in which case the group nmay becone stronger even

as attacks are |launched against its | eaders.

b. Identity

Identity IS pr obabl y t he nost difficult
characteristic to underm ne. It is difficult because even
the hint of altering an identity automatically puts people
on the defensive. This ‘Us vs. Themi nentality provides
the eneny’s l|leadership with a strong cause around which to

88



rally. Wiile the contrast between East vs. Wst and rich
vs. poor, for exanple, is fairly obvious, the dividing
lines within an organization can be difficult to define.
In the Muslim world, the difference between the |slam st,
the Islamc fundamentalist, and the Islamc extrem st are
uncl ear . Partner (1997) notes that, “Alnost all Islamsts
adopt a position of strong hostility to what they term
cultural westernization”™ (p. 249). Yet clearly, this
hostility manifests itself differently in each individual

Views can vary from rabid hatred to passive acceptance.
Not only may any attenpt to influence a group be difficult,
but also it is best to remenber to not place all of its
menbers in one category. The effort nust be general enough
to influence a mjor portion of the nenbership, yet
specific in its nessage to remain effective. A foreign
policy based on too limted a view of religion can be as
ineffective as carpet-bonbing: it can all too quickly
create hostility anong the intended audi ence that can never

be overcone.

C. Rationality

Rationality appears to be t he easi est
characteristic to underm ne. As mentioned in an earlier
chapter, the rational individual plans for the future and,
assumng he believes in |life after death, wll do
everything he can to prepare for the afterlife. Life in
the present, however, requires that imediate needs often
t ake precedence over preparations for eternity. Rel i gi on
provi des solutions for both of these problens. A religious
community can neet the needs of the present and immedi ate
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future by offering education, training, nedicine, food, and
shelter. Religion also neets the needs of the afterlife by
providing the structure and guidance to guarantee the
believer an eternal life. To counter the strength of the
rational aspects of religion, policy-makers should not
attenpt to restrict the religion in any way, but rather
recogni ze the needs that a religion addresses and satisfy
these nore quickly and efficiently than the religion can.
For exanple, a religious organization my provide a
community with sonme rudinmentary nedical care. In an effort
to lessen the religious organization's grip on the
comunity, a mlitary force could provide a nedical teamto
do basic checkups and pass out nedicine. In this way the
focus group’s needs are net, while the religious influence
is undermned a bit. The religion will continue to provide
spiritual guidance, but the believer begins to rely on
ot her organizations to nmeet his nore nundane needs. These
actions are critical when fighting an internal asymetric
conflict, such as that illustrated by the Algeria case

st udy.

d. Internally Consistent Logic

Underm ning the strength provided by adhering to
an internally consistent logic also appears to be a
difficult task, but actually holds the greatest promn se.
The Koran, Islamis holy book, is a collection of
revel ations sent to earth through the prophet Mihanmad,
whi ch of fer guidance about all aspects of Muslimlife. As
is the case wth nost religious texts, the Koran's
vagueness is significant because this allows the religion
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to seem internally consistent. Vagueness encour ages
interpretation, which in turn neans the nessage can be
mani pul ated to neet the needs of the situation. For
exanple, the wuse of ‘jihad,” which is central to the
survival of Islam is not used consistently throughout the
I slamic worl d. According to Islamc law, jihad, which is
the striving or a struggle for the benefit of society, can
only be initiated by a recognized group of religious
| eaders (Nisse, 1998). But this is true only for the Sunni
sect of Islam In the Shiite sect, only the Messiah on his
return to earth can call for jihad. Islamc splinter
groups, neanwhile, follow neither law when <calling for
jihad and may sinply initiate jihad in order to get a clip
on t he eveni ng news. Thi s exanpl e illustrates
inconsistencies in the use of Islamc |[|aw VWile this
varied interpretation of religious doctrine is not unusual,
it must be renenbered that, in the case of Islam its
foll owers regard adherence to Islamc |law as a cornerstone
of their Dbelief. To attack the internally consistent
| ogi c, policy nakers nust seek out and expose the
i nconsi stencies and corruption prevalent in religious

interpretations and acti ons.

The ability to interpret the Koran by any
bel i ever offers added benefits. Muslinms can still worship
according to the Holy Book and not necessarily be under the
i nfluence of religious | eaders with questi onabl e
i ntentions. As was seen with the recent collapse of the
Tal i ban governnment in Afghanistan, once the oppressive
| eadership was run out of the country, life returned to
some senbl ance of normal cy. Al t hough the Afghanis shaved

their beards and played nusic for the first tine since the
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Tal i ban takeover, they remained Mislim The only thing
t hat changed was who was interpreting and enforcing Islamc

law, and how strictly they were doing so.

2. Anerican WII

Critics have often clained that the US I|acks the
strong wll and perseverance to fight extended wars for
wort hwhi | e causes. On the contrary, Anmericans seem to be
nore than willing to fight the good fight as |long as they
bel i eve the cause just. The problem lies in influencing
the will of the individual to nmerge with the wll of the
group. The keys to uniting a group’s will to win are found
in the strength of the group’s faith. Aut hor  Shireen
Hunter (1998) understands the Wst’'s indifference to faith
when she notes, “The difference lies in the fact that, in
the western world, religion has lost the battle wth
secularism whereas in the Miuslim world and in Israel the
contest continues” (p. 56). Hunter does not inply that
religion is conpletely unifying, and in fact discusses at
length the absence of unity and uniformty in the Mislim
wor | d. The difference instead lies in the fact that the
secular west is unlikely to use religion or faith as a
not i vat or.

Critics contend that in an asymetric war, the United
States would have a weaker will to win than its opponent
because of the perceived lack of perseverance of the
Anmerican people. Whether this belief is true or not,
creating and nmaintaining an appropriate desire to win is a
conti nuous challenge for the US national |[|eadership. To
achieve this resolve, secular governments nust rely on the
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same type of commtnent, |legitinmacy, nenbership, and

| ongevity that a religious organization gains from using

religion as a notivator. Using religion as a notivator -
to foster the will to win — anpbunts to an organic sol ution
that is defensive in nature and, as a result, is probably
nore sustainable. In a secular society, the equival ent has

to be found el sewhere.

The United States, for exanple, has relied on
nationalism a nunber of tines to steel citizen s resolve
and this has proved to be just as effective as religious
fundamental i sm has been in other parts of the world. The
public’'s reaction to the Septenber 11 attacks denonstrates
the power of nationalismto rally support. Critics will no
doubt point out the fact that because the attack occurred
within the US s borders, this represents a unique case.
But while this may be factually true, there are other
recent events that prove that when presented to the
American public in the right way, causes elsewhere can be
equal ly conpel ling. For instance, public support for
Operation DESERT STORM was quite high because the nationa
| eadership was able to effectively present a case for

conducting that war.

Attacking the eneny’s notivation centers can yield

qui cker and nore visible effects than building consensus at

home, but may also produce results of Ilimted duration
because the eneny continues to evolve. As Bell (1999)
points out, “Enem es are necessary to the faith” (p. 172),
and Anerica, by virtue of its global influence, is a

natural eneny for those who seek enemies to bolster their
| egitimacy. It is also interesting to note that in
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asynmetric wars, the US s presence is a notivator in and of
itself. For exanple, in lran during the 1970s, and today
with bin Ladin"s forces, |Islam provided the initial
noti vati on, and  will continue to provide the ~core
notivation, but hatred for the United States stirred up by
an aggressive propaganda canpaign has added considerable
fuel to the fire.

a. Comm t nent

It has often been said that US foreign policy
contributes to rather than solves problens. Al t hough the
US has the resources to react to any situation, anywhere in
the world, the nation often lacks the commtnent to
consistently set policy and see it through to conpletion.
What happened in Somalia in 1993 is often cited as an
exanple of mssion failure. According to common belief,
the US was deeply involved in Sonalia, but the governnent
feared public support would plumet after its forces
suffered numerous casualties during a raid on an Aideed
st ronghol d. As a result, the situation in Somalia after

Anerica’' s departure was no better than before the forces

first landed in Mgadishu. This synopsis of events,
al though factually correct, only refers to a single
i nci dent . In contrast to wusing the Somali case and
extrapolating from it, consi der  just how committed

Americans have been in other places and at other tines.
Perseverance for a just cause is woven into the national
fabric. US efforts during Wrld War Il and the Cold War
are but two exanples of the level of commtnent of which
Anmericans are capable. The main difference between Sonalia
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and World War 1l is that in 1941 the American people were
given a reason to fight. Defeating the Axis powers was not
only the right thing to do, but it was also understood to
be a matter of national survival. The situation in Somalia
was nebul ous to begin with and got even nore confusing as
it devel oped. The Anmerican people were never convinced
that deploying forces to Somalia was necessary and, as a
result, they were never conmitted to the cause.

Anerica’'s current war on terrorism although

still unclear in many areas, has the advantage that the
precipitating events — the Septenber 11 attacks - took
pl ace on hone soil, and there is at |east one person who
can be identified as the eneny. Therefore, nationa

conmmi t ment to the cause can be sustained fairly
effectively, but for how long? That w Il depend, in part
on the national |eadership’s ability to remnd us why we

shoul d remain comm tted.

b. Legi ti macy

Finding legitimacy in an offensive canpaign, no
matter what the cause, can be difficult for the Anerican
publi c. Al'l confrontations consist of offense and defense
and, at some point, each side nust choose to defend or
att ack. American history suggests that we prefer to
att ack. The axiom “The best defense is a good offense,”
is part of our national ethos. Whet her, in fact, a good
offense is the best defense does not matter when it cones
to legitimacy because perception defines |egitinmacy. A
defensive posture will always be considered nore legitimte
than an of fensive posture. The fight for survival or self-
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defense is understood by everyone to be a legitinmate reason

to act. The offensive stance, however, no matter what the
claimed injustices, will never be accepted by everyone as a
legitimate reason to attack. This is why ternms such as

honel and defense and force protection are constantly being
used now to re-enforce the idea that the American public is
engaged in a just war. Yet, to maintain this defensive
posture while concealing an offensive attitude may require
a proactive, rather than a reactive propaganda canpaign
aimed at the American public.

C. Menber shi p

As citizens of a nation-state, nenbers of the
Anmerican public are automatically assunmed to conprise the
menber shi p supporting the cause. Anmerica s sheer size and

three hundred mllion people give it a large base of
natural resources and people from which to draw These
characteristics, however, Wil | not al ways  guarant ee
Vi ctory. Wthout a common goal or national priority, any
effort to solve a problem wll fail. Wth continual
failure, the public will lose faith in the cause and refuse
to support it. In a struggle for national survival, the

defensive nature of the conflict assures nenbership
participation and support. To win a conflict, though,
requires an offensive canpaign at sonme point. This is
where the governnment cannot afford for citizens to |ose
faith. Therefore, the national |eadership nust use all
nmeans available to succeed in the conflict (even if this
means |lots of small victories). The governnment can then
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mai ntain the confidence of its citizenry and eventually

prevail in its goals.

d. Longevity

A secul ar government nust ensure its longevity in
order to defeat its enem es. This ability to endure
mani fests itself from a conbination of the other three
factors; longevity depends on the public’'s commtnent, the
governnent’s legitimacy, and the nation's nenbership. It
also requires that the governnment be flexible enough to
change as the security environnent changes. Just as
religion has adapted over the years to neet the needs of
its followers, governnents have to do the same in order to
survive. This ability to adapt results in a system that
accommodates its citizens’ needs and addresses their
concerns. This, in turn, guarantees conmmtnment from its
followers who see it as sonething worth propagating. Wth
coonmitment and belief in the national cause, you get

legitimacy and, with legitimcy, you get nenbership, all of

which collectively contribute to the will to win. Securing
| ongevity, then, is the key to fostering Anrerica’'s wll to
Wi n.
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VII1. CONCLUSI ON

A SEPTEMBER 11, 2001

When research and discussion began on this thesis,
there was no way to know that it would have such rel evance
in ternms of current events. Experts theorized that the
United States would eventually be involved in sonme type of
asymmetric conflict. Al t hough sone of these experts nmay
have thought that this battle would take place on US soil
no one could have guessed the inpact of Septenber 11, 2001.
The audacity and precise execution of those attacks has
made it clear to the United States, and the rest of the
world, that terrorism has taken a huge leap from the car
bonbs and hijackings that have defined terrorism up until
this point. What nade these attacks different was that the

terrorists changed the hijacking paradi gm

In the past, hijackers relied on pilots to neet their
demands and fly them where they wanted to go. Everyone
seened to accept this as the standard scenario - until the
first aircraft struck the first Wrld Trade Center tower.
Initially, no one could believe that a pilot would fly into
a building on purpose. Even under duress, the experts
hypot hesi zed, the pilot could easily mss and crash into
t he bay. Then, we learned, the aircraft were all piloted
by Islamc extrem sts who, after having learned to fly in
the US, commandeered the aircraft and commtted the
ultimate sacrifice in their jihad against the United
St at es.

Once the picture began to energe about what happened,
the next question was, why did it happen? The world

99



situation had changed little in the last ten years; there
appeared to be no significant events to precipitate such an
attack. Yet, not only had the conspiracy been planned, for
quite sonme time, but the terrorists had also been living
and training in the United States for nonths, if not
| onger . Besides their extraordinary good |uck and near
fl awml ess execution, the other thing that stands out about
the terrorists was their ability to stay notivated for
their mssion and to stay focused on their assigned tasks
despite being given every opportunity to stray.

It appears that the terrorists’ desire to succeed was
stronger than any obstacle placed before them The
guestion then is, what was the source of this notivation
and what can the US do to counter it in the future? The
notivation seens to stem at least in part, fromreligion
Al though every major religion has had nonents when the
faith of its menber s was tested under extrene
circunstances, it appears that Islam is the only religion
able to consistently call on its believers to pay the

ultimate price.

B. THE FUTURE

In this thesis, religion as a notivator and its effect
on the will to win were explored using three simlar, yet
di fferent case studies. Al so, asymmetric warfare and the
nature and role of religion were discussed. Religion gains
its strength from at |east four factors: appropri at eness,
identity, rationality and its wuse as an internally
consi stent | ogic. It is this strength that appears to

provide the individual with the will to fight what seens to
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be the un-winnable fight. As this thesis suggests, once an
individual is religiously notivated, an organization can

tap into this and gain specific advantages that also allow

it to sustain and further its efforts. Through religious
noti vati on, the group gains conmmtnent, | egiti macy,
menber shi p, and |ongevity. As was pointed out, often a

group only has to survive to win the war in spite of the
fact that the group may have | ost every battle.

What nekes religion the near perfect notivator is that
all of these conponents feed off of each other. As was
seen in the case studies, given its proven |ongevity
religion has legitinmacy. This legitimcy secures the
conmmi t ment of its followers. Toget her, | ongevi ty,
| egitimacy, and the conmm tnent of others eventually
encourage nore people to join, thereby hel ping increase the
menbership and benefiting the organization in innunerable
ways. Wth all of these elenents feeding off of each
ot her, any organi zation |ooking for a philosophy by which
to legitimze its cause would do well to look toward

religion or a simlar notivator (like nationalism.

Al though it may seem inpossible to defeat a group that
is religiously notivated, and though the war would likely
be lengthy, the job can be done if US strategy focuses on
undermning the elenents that provide religion its
strengt h. These elenents are appropriateness, identity,
rationality, and religion’s use as an internally consistent
logic. In addition, the US can foster and sustain the sane
| evel of commtnent, legitimcy, nenbership, and |ongevity
anong its population by focusing on nationalismrather than
religion. Wth a well-balanced, long-term strategy that
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supports our desire to win, the United States can ensure

that no foe can best us in an asymetric war.
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